
CITY OF SNOHOMISH 
Founded 1859, Incorporated 1890 

 
116 UNION AVENUE  SNOHOMISH, WASHINGTON  98290   TEL (360) 568-3115  FAX (360) 568-1375 

 
NOTICE OF REGULAR MEETING 

 
SNOHOMISH CITY COUNCIL 

 
in the  

George Gilbertson Boardroom 
1601 Avenue D 

 
TUESDAY 

January 19, 2016 
7:00 p.m. 

 
AGENDA 

 
Estimated 
time 

7:00 1. CALL TO ORDER 
 

a. Pledge of Allegiance 
b. Roll Call 

 
2. APPROVE AGENDA contents and order 
 
3. APPROVE MINUTES of the meeting of January 5, 2016 (P.1) 
  

7:05 4. CITIZEN COMMENTS on items not on the Agenda (and/or to request time to 
speak on any Action or Discussion items on this agenda) 

  
7:15 5. PUBLIC HEARING  - AUTHORIZE Sale of Surplus Vehicles (P.23) 
 

1) Staff presentation 
2) Council’s questions of staff 
3) Citizens’ comments 
4) Close citizens’ comments 
5) Council deliberation and action – PASS Resolution 1336 
 

7:25 6. ACTION ITEM – ADOPT Park Naming Policy – PASS Resolution 1338 (P.27)  
 

 

 7. DISCUSSION ITEMS 
 
7:35  a. Solid Waste Contract (P.37) 
   
7:50  b. Fees (P.85) 
 

Continued Next Page 
 

 



8:35 8. CONSENT ITEM - AUTHORIZE payment of claim warrants #57983 through  
  #58070 in the amount of $issued since the last regular meeting (P.145)  
 
8:40 9. OTHER BUSINESS/INFORMATION ITEMS 
 
8:45 10. COUNCILMEMBER COMMENTS/LIAISON REPORTS 
 
8:50 11. MANAGER’S COMMENTS 
 
8:55 12. MAYOR’S COMMENTS 
 
9:00 13. ADJOURN 
 
 
 
NEXT MEETING:  Tuesday, February 2, 2016, regular meeting at 7 p.m., in the George 
Gilbertson Boardroom, Snohomish School District Resource Center, 1601 Avenue D. 
 

The City Council Chambers are ADA accessible.  Specialized accommodations will be 

provided with 5 days advanced notice.  Contact the City Clerk's Office at 360-568-3115. 

 

This organization is an Equal Opportunity Provider. 
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Snohomish City Council Meeting Minutes 
January 5, 2016 

 
1. CALL TO ORDER:  Mayor Guzak called the Snohomish City Council meeting to order at 

7:00 p.m., Tuesday, January 5, 2016, in the Snohomish School District Resource Service 
Center, George Gilbertson Boardroom, 1601 Avenue D, Snohomish, Washington.   

 
COUNCILMEMBERS PRESENT STAFF PRESENT 
Derrick Burke Larry Bauman, City Manager 
Karen Guzak, Mayor Grant Weed, City Attorney 
Tom Hamilton Jennifer Olson, Finance Director 
Dean Randall Owen Dennison, Planning Director 
Michael Rohrscheib Steve Schuller, Public Works Director 
Lynn Schilaty John Flood, Police Chief  
Zach Wilde Pat Adams, City Clerk 
 Denise Johns, Project Manager 
 Brooke Eidem, Associate Planner 

 
There were twenty-two citizens in attendance. 
 

2. APPROVE AGENDA contents and order – no change.  
 
3. APPROVE the minutes of the December 1, 2015 Transportation Benefit Board Meeting, 

December 7, 2015, Boards and Commissions Appreciation Reception and the workshop and 
regular meeting of December 15, 2015.  

 
MOTION by Burke, second by Randall, to approve the minutes. The motion passed 
unanimously (7-0). 
 

4. CITIZEN COMMENTS on items not on the Agenda (and/or to request time to speak on 
any Action or Discussion items on this agenda) 

 
 Morgan Davis, 206 Avenue I, requested the Mayor allow public comment on Agenda Item 

8a after Council questions, but before discussion and deliberation. Mayor Guzak responded 
she would allow comment. Mr. Davis continued that his neighbor brought to his attention a 
December 23 Tribune article that indicated he stated the City’s selection team for the ad hoc 
Open Government Committee displayed favoritism and he was to elaborate with specific 
examples to support his allegations. He states they are as follows: #1, Carroll Brown is a 
retired administrator for two public taxing districts, School District #201 and the Valley 
General Hospital District; #2, Gary Ferguson is a former City Councilman and retired 
housing authority employee of HASCO and Everett Housing Authority both of which are 
funded by taxpayers; #3, Paulette Norman is currently employed by the City of Redmond, 
WA., also another political subdivision of a public taxing district; #4 Braden Sigma, age 17, 
is a Snohomish High School Student; and #5 Adrian Duran is a public community college 
student who gave his residence address as 312 Avenue D, which happens to be the same 
address of a councilwoman who was a member of Mr. Bauman’s selection team. Concerning 
the three applicants who were passed over by the City; #1, Bruce Ferguson is a retired 
Boeing manager and team leader and is a frequent council critic on fiscal matters; # 2, 
Kathleen Holderman is an executive with a private non-governmental corporationVOA-WW; 
and #3, Charles Dudley is a longtime Snohomish resident and blue-collar entrepreneur and 
general contractor.   
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 Mr. Davis hopes these specific examples satisfied his neighbor’s skepticism.  He stands by 
his allegation that Mr. Bauman’s selection team weighed heavily in favor of applicants with 
public sector experience over the private sector experience applicants.  In other words, they 
gamed the selection process to applicants sympathetic to the public sector and passed over or 
“black balled” applicants who might be perceived as critical of current City government.  As 
an aside, the Mayor’s selection team allowed every applicant to be a member of the Hal Moe 
Pool Advisory Committee even admitting two applicants who filed late.  Mr. Davis believes 
there will a dozen members on this advisory committee and nobody ever said there were too 
many. 

 
 Janet Foley, 218 -222 Cedar, has a long time standing of being a property manager in 

Snohomish and weathered the property through the slide of 1982 prior to the Sixth Street 
diversion.  Her property is located directly north of the tool rental facility on Second Street.  
There is a culvert that runs from that area to First Street to drain Swifty Creek.  Swifty Creek 
has had a variety of floods.  Third Street and Cedar Street both flooded.  She lost a heater, an 
electrical system which went down for all her rentals from Second Street to Third Street.  
The Sixth Street bypass alleviated most of the problems though they are still getting the drain 
water – stormwater into Swifty Creek.  However, over the last four of five years they have 
had  back-ups so severe that it is 15-20 feet deep behind her property.  In 1990 to 1992, it 
never got more than five or six feet deep.  So, the Sixth Street bypass alleviated a problem, 
but there is a secondary problem.  In the Council minutes from 1982, it said the problem was 
going to be addressed.  She has met with the City, and the Mayor has been out the property.    
Ms. Foley hopes that the Mayor has brought Council up to date on her issues.  There are also 
photographs.  When she met with staff, she was provided a list of priorities for public 
improvements.  She is number eleven on the list behind paving and other kinds of things and 
they are scheduled to have this problem corrected in 2020.  However, City staff informed her 
told that could be pushed out a number of years as there is no money available.  So, she is 
looking at maybe ten years.  Ms. Foley states every year water comes up to her property and 
sits there.   This year, our driest year in history, she had water there through July.  The 
problem has to be solved.  The received a letter from Bruce Keithly stating the City doesn’t 
take responsibility and it’s not the City’s problem.  The problem she is having is the City’s  
storm sewer collection is not separated.  It is going directly into Swifty Creek and there is no 
outlet for the water to go out.  Another question she would like to address is her 
understanding that the storm sewer water collected that goes into Swifty Creek has no 
separator to take oil or other contaminants out of the water before it goes into Swifty Creek 
and eventually into the Snohomish River.  Environmentally, if we want be good citizens to 
our fish and to our City we need to talk about taking that water and that oil and separating it, 
and we need to come up with a solution before 2025.  Her fence is falling in, the patio has 
settled and she doesn’t know what to do.  Mayor Guzak was out to the property and she saw 
it when it was about twenty feet deep.  Today it is probably about ten feet deep.  If you come 
to her property a three-day rain event, you can see for yourself the amount of water that she’s 
collecting and backup on her property.  She has been paying taxes on two lots since 1982 and 
has been underwater because the City dropped the storm sewer into a gulch that has no 
outlet. Ms. Foley states this is confirmed in letters going back to 1982. 

 
 Mayor Guzak responded she did appreciates that Ms. Foley contacted her earlier in the day to 

let her know that she would be in attendance tonight to present this issue. The Mayor is 
aware that Ms. Foley has met with her, Public Works Director Steve Schuller and Planning 
Director Owen Dennison and acknowledges this is a serious problem and has asked Mr. 
Schuller to respond to Ms. Foley. Mayor Guzak explained typically when new business is 
presented, comment is allowed later in the meeting.  However, she would like to take care of 
the matter right now, because she believes there needs to be an immediate response.  Mayor 
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Guzak thanked Ms. Foley for bringing this to the Council’s attention. 
 
 Ms. Foley reiterated that the City dropped the storm sewer into a gulch that has no outlet.  It 

doesn’t make sense and property erosion is happening.  During the past five or six years, it’s 
really increased. Had Mr. Brandvold not gotten a variance to build in a wetland, she states 
she wouldn’t be here today but because Mr. Brandvold was granted a variance to build not 
only in a wetland, but right up to the creek that is what got her there today because now there 
is a problem downstream.   

 
 Mayor Guzak thanked Ms. Foley for her comments and asked Mr. Schuller to inform the 

Council on the status of this issue and what the City can and cannot do. 
 
 Mr. Schuller responded that due to time constraints, he would keep his comments brief.  He 

noted further discussion will happen later in the year when the Storm water Comprehensive 
Plan is discussed.  The Council will be looking at a three year rate study for 2017 through 
2019.  Mr. Schuller noted that Ms. Foley was provided with a copy of two maps and a CIP 
list.  The first map is what is called the basin map.  For the audience, Mr. Schuller explained 
the issue Ms. Foley is talking about is really a drainage area that starts at Blackmans Lake.  
There is an open stream that goes all the way down to the Aquatic Center.  Over thirty years 
ago, there was a bypass put into Sixth Street, which can be seen on the map.  Almost all the 
flow that goes from Blackmans Lake down to the Aquatic Center, now goes to the Pilchuck 
River and that has been true for over thirty years.  There is a small open stream that goes 
from Sixth Street, some of it is pipe, but most of it is open stream down to Second Street and 
then it’s a covered stream pipe between Second and First.  It is a difficult process because 
what is the public’s responsibility?  What should the taxpayers be charged to solve this 
problem?  Eighty to ninety percent of that stream is on private property and both the 
upstream and the downstream property owners are responsible for maintaining their portion 
of the stream.  If someone is not maintaining their portion of the stream either by blocking it 
upstream or blocking it downstream, it is those individuals that are responsible, and there is 
just a narrow responsibility on the part of the City.  In 2012, the City hired URS Engineering 
Company as shown on Map Number Two and in the Storm water Comprehensive Plan the 
City has a project to install a new pipe.  The new pipe will only be in public right of way.  It 
would go on Glen Avenue between Second and First Streets and it would in essence be a 
public storm water pipe system as opposed to the private buried system that now goes under 
various private properties.  The intent of this project is for us not to go into these private 
properties and re-do that 80 to 100 year old system that was buried for all those years by 
private property owners.  That would be the responsible of the property owners to address.  
The City intends to build a separate bypass.  When the City hired URS in 2012, Ms. Foley is 
correct that the project was ranked number eleven.  The draft CIP for discussion tonight has 
moved this project up to number five.  In front of this project is the Blackmans Lake Outlet 
Control, which he knows has been discussed for years and remains a Council priority for 
2016.  He has also included the Combined Sewer Overflow projects as priorities ahead of 
this.  There have been major discussions with the Department of Ecology on the wastewater 
systems.  As the Council is aware, there have been agreed orders and this is all part of our 
wastewater system and for getting the stormwater out of our wastewater system.  Mr. 
Schuller has also left the Holly Vista Drive Storm System project on the list.  Council may 
recall there were citizens a couple of years ago that came in as part of the Transportation 
Benefit District requesting to be added to the City’s ten year plan to pave their street.  Mr. 
Schuller explained there is no stormwater system there.  Therefore, it wouldn’t do any good 
to pave it and let that water just soak in that pavement and quickly ruin it over time.  So, Mr. 
Schuller has kept that project at its current priority number 4.  He has moved up the Swifty 
Creek storm system project.  Previously, it was beyond the six-year CIP, so it was 2020 plus.  
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It was not scheduled for any particular year just beyond the six years.  So, he has now placed 
it in the year 2021.  Mr. Schuller explained there is no time tonight to go through all these 
priorities and all these different projects, but there will be discussions later this year to 
discuss Council priorities for each of these projects.  Part of that discussion will be how you 
want to set rates.  If rates are higher, we can get to more of these projects quicker.  If rates are 
set lower, we can get to them but it will be slower.  There is no plan to address the Swifty 
creek project currently or next winter, because that system is private.  In the 1980s, they tried 
to go in and work with some of these private property owners and it got very complex and 
there is a whole history on that.  There is no quick solution.  Staff will be monitoring the 
situation by installing monitoring devices to obtain actual data of what is happening and what 
the water levels are on a monthly basis, and will continue to work with these private property 
owners to evaluate the system.  Presently, there is no way to see underneath the ground.  The 
City has tried to get cameras under there and there is so much rock and debris that has 
accumulated over decades the camera could not get under the system. 

 
 Mayor Guzak replied the Council will continue their discussions and work on his matter and 

acknowledged that Ms. Foley was provided additional time under citizen comments, as her 
issue is a pressing matter.  The Mayor welcomed any additional citizen comments.  

 
 Larry Wewel, 1001 East Marine View Drive, Everett, is thankful for the opportunity to 

speak on behalf of the Academic Link Outreach non-profit operating within Snohomish 
County called Learning Lab.  He hopes everyone has had an opportunity to look at the 
materials that were handed out. Mr. Wewel indicated his objective is to obtain support from 
the Council and anybody else who wants to sign a resolution. The draft resolution calls for 
learning labs in the middle school levels.  The objective is to make sure that every single 
child in this county eventually graduates high school and can earn enough of a living to make 
it in the middle class.  It is his personal opinion, if a child doesn’t graduate high school, 
they’ll never make in the middle class and one way or another they going to be a part of the 
taxpayer system.  Hopefully, they won’t be the one that is involved in the criminal justice 
system because that cost is enormous about $40,000 per year, or even worse, if they end up 
in the social services network where they will need all kinds of assistance for the rest of their 
lives. Mr. Wewel is asking the Council to take a look at the information that was provided 
and hopefully support the proposed resolution.  He would like one hundred percent support 
from this County.  He approached the Arlington City Council yesterday and earlier in the 
evening, Mill Creek and he is here tonight and tomorrow in Everett. 

 
 Mayor Guzak thanked Mr. Wewel and stated the proposed resolution and support of the 

Learning Lab Project will be discussed under New Business.   
 

Joshua Shade, Unincorporated Snohomish County.  Mr. Shade distributed written 
materials to the Council.  He directed Council to documents from the Washington State 
Liquor and Cannabis Board.  Mayor Guzak mentioned it difficult to get up to speed on 
written materials in such a short period of time.  Mr. Shade understood and states the 
materials are all about cannabis and recreational marijuana.  He would be reviewing some 
things the Council may or may not know.  The first thing is the City of Snohomish is in the 
Snohomish County at large area and did not get allotted a specific amount of cannabis stores.  
The City of Everett got five and they want to get another five into Everett for a total of ten.  
So, the Liquor Control Board wants to give towns more cannabis stores.  The reason he is 
bringing this up is because he wants to come to the City and he is sure, the City doesn’t want 
twenty stores here.  Mr. Shade referenced page four of his documentation, and stated this is 
what Everett put in as the Mayor wanted the stores to be clustered in certain areas.  Each 
recreational marijuana store needs to be 2,500 feet from each recreational marijuana store. If 
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you decide to put in zoning, the pamphlet he handed out will give Council something to go 
off of that other cities have done.  The main thing is the City is in the at large area.  
Potentially, at large areas are going to get sixteen more stores.  He’s sure we don’t want 
sixteen stores here if Council does allow it. However, these are ways that other cities have 
restricted them.  The last page is Bill 1106.  It’s a Bill the Council should review because it 
gives money back to the City.  It also states the City can drop its square footage from 
everything except elementary, high and secondary schools and parks with playgrounds.  That 
means the City can put a store where it wants.  If there is a place you would like it, but there 
happens to be a day care there, and that would be the best place for it, the City can put it 
there then. 
 
Mayor Guzak thanked Mr. Shade for all the information he provided. 
 
Bob McGowan, 120 Long Street, understands there is going to be a move to revisit  
marijuana retail sales.  He wanted to know if he was correct.  Mayor Guzak confirmed he is 
correct.  Some of the concerns he heard were that the signatures that he gathered were not all 
Snohomish City residents.  That is true.  He set up a booth at Kla Ha Ya Days and most of 
the signatures were from Snohomish County residents, not necessarily from the City.  So if 
the Council is going to go ahead and pursue trying to bring in a federal class one drug into 
the City, it is still illegal and he will go ahead and raise City resident signatures only to let 
you the know the citizens are not open to pot in the City of Snohomish.  It blows him away 
that Michael, Derrick and Mr. Hamilton decide to bring it upon themselves to revisit the 
issue of pot.  He sent an email earlier today to the Council and he would like the Council to 
state where they stand.  Mayor Guzak responded that Council doesn’t need to respond now.  
Mr. McGowan indicated he doesn’t need an answer right now.  There is enough history now 
with what this high grade pot is doing which includes birth defects and Washington State is 
number one in the nation for deaths from marijuana influenced impaired drivers. He is up in 
arms about this.  When you look at the statistics of what is coming out of Colorado and what 
this is doing to our youth and what happens when a government agency starts to condone it 
by allowing it to be sold, it will take you down the wrong path. If you don’t care about your 
kids that’s one thing, but he cares about his kids.  He comes from a drug culture and from 
selling dope and by the grace of God he was delivered.  He’s not going back and it’s 
addictive.  The potency of the pot today is so addictive.  If you think we have problems with 
homelessness now, you should go ahead and keep pushing for this.  We are at a point in our 
nation where we need to come together and this is another divisive issue.  Mr. McGowan 
appeals to the Council to please not allow pot in.  It’s just not a good business proposition.  
 
Christian Funk, Avenue A, wants to say that he doesn’t disagree with the last remarks.  
There are concerns that he has as well. However, for the most part, he is all for pro-choice 
and for doing what got voted to happen.  He is not trying to go against what the majority 
says.  He feels the people spoke.  
 
Close comments. 

 
5. NEW EMPLOYEE INTRODUCTION:  Curtis Galde 
 
 Mr. Schuller stated he is very pleased to introduce Curtis Galde as the newest City employee 

serving as Maintenance Worker supporting our Parks Department fifty percent of the time 
and our Streets Department the other fifty percent of the time.  In the summer of 2014, Curtis 
was a seasonal worker at the City.  He was here all summer and it was a great opportunity for 
him to see if this is a place that he would want to work for, and it’s also been one of the 
longest interviews in the world.  Prior to working for the City, Curtis worked for a 
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construction company at Yellowstone National Park and he also worked two seasons on a 
private yacht sailing up British Columbia and Alaska as a deck hand and chef.  Curtis grew 
up in the Arlington area and we are very pleased to have Curtis on board. 

 
 Mayor Guzak welcomed Curtis to the City. 
 
6.  PRESENTATION – ELECT Mayor and Mayor Pro-tem for Two Year Term.  
 
 The process followed in past years is the Council passes a motion waiving the normal 

procedures of verbal voting to allow for a written ballot.  Then nominations and elections 
will be held first for the Mayor, followed by the Mayor Pro Tem.   

 
MOTION by Hamilton, Second by Rohrscheib, that the City Council waive the usual 
procedures to allow the vote by written ballot.  The motion passed unanimously (7-0). 

  
 Councilmember Hamilton nominated Councilmember Guzak for Mayor, second by 

Councilmember Schilaty. 
 
 Councilmember Guzak asked City Attorney Grant Weed for any guidance he may have.  Mr. 

Weed responded that as long as nominations have been open and there is only one nominee, 
the Council can submit their written choice or Council can dispense with that and take a 
voice call vote. 

 
MOTION by Schilaty to take a voice call vote and appoint Councilmember Guzak as 
Mayor, second by Randall.  The motion passed unanimously (7-0). 

 
 Mayor Guzak stated that she is very happy to serve.   
 
 Councilmember Hamilton nominated Councilmember Schilaty for Mayor Pro Tem, second 

by Mayor Guzak. 
 
 Councilmember Burke nominated Councilmember Rohrscheib for Mayor Pro Tem, second 

by Councilmember Wilde. 
 
 Mayor Guzak read the ballots with Councilmember Schilaty receiving four votes and 

Councilmember Rohrscheib receiving three votes.   
 
 Mayor Guzak confirmed Councilmember Schilaty’s appointment to Mayor Pro Tem for a 

two-year term. 
 
 Attorney Weed recommended that the written ballots be forwarded to the City Clerk for the 

record. 
 
7. ACTION ITEMS:  
 
 a. SELECT Council Liaisons to Board and Commissions 
 
  The Council was asked to review the list of current assignments to boards, commissions 

 and other organizations the City participated with and determine their desire to either stay 
 in their current liaison role or change.  In reviewing the list, the following appointments 
 were confirmed or appointed:   
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Planning Commission   Councilmember Hamilton 
Design Review Board   Councilmember Wilde 
Parks & Recreation Board  Councilmember Burke 
Public Safety Commission  Councilmember Rohrscheib 
Economic Dev. Committee  Councilmember Schilaty, Councilmember Randall  
Chamber of Commerce  Mayor Guzak 
Historic Downtown Snohomish Councilmember Burke 
Snohomish County Tomorrow Mayor Guzak 
Community Transit   Councilmember Hamilton 
  

 b. AMEND Warrant Signature Requirements – ADOPT Ordinance 2298 
 

Ms. Olson stated this item requests amending Snohomish Municipal Code 3.32.010 
which refers to the signatures on the warrants or the checks.  Currently, the City Manager 
and the City Clerk are required signatures on all City warrants.  The signatures are 
reproductions which are placed on the checks when printed.  Staff proposes that the code 
be changed to reflect that the City Manager and the City Treasurer be signatures on the 
warrants as part of internal controls and efficiencies.  A warrants signature by the City 
Treasurer will add final certification to the approval process for purchases and document 
those according to RCW.   
 
Councilmember Hamilton stated this is the first time he has seen the title City Treasurer 
and wanted to confirm that the City Treasurer is the Finance Director.  Ms. Olson 
confirmed the title City Treasurer refers to the Finance Director position. 
 
Councilmember Hamilton asked why the City Clerk previously signed the checks.  
Ms. Olson replied through Ordinance 1397, adopted in 1978, authority was given to the 
City Clerk to sign checks.  However, she is unaware of the specific reasons related to 
internal controls at that time.  It may just have been the process for purchasing at that 
time.  Currently, the City accomplishes these controls in a number of ways.  There is a lot 
of duplication.   
 
Councilmember Hamilton wanted to clarify that the warrants Ms. Olson refers to in this 
item are provided in the consent agenda for approval, and this is an additional checks and 
balance on the system.  Ms. Olson confirmed that the checks do not go out until the 
Council has reviewed and approved the warrants list.   
  

 MOTION by Hamilton, second by Randall that the City Council adopt Ordinance 2298, 
amending Snohomish Municipal Code Section 3.32.010 Warrant Signatures authorizing 
the City Manager and City Treasurer as required signatures on all warrants of the City. 
The motion passed unanimously (7-0). 

 
c. APPROVE Letter of Support for Sound Transit III Ballot Measure 
 

Mr. Bauman states at the Council’s December 15 regular meeting, the Council directed 
staff to draft a letter supporting the ST3 ballot measure. Specifically, to include the 
alignment that had been preferred by many of the jurisdictions within Snohomish County, 
including the City of Everett, the Economic Alliance Snohomish County and Snohomish 
County itself.  As Council may be aware, the Sound Transit Board is currently reviewing  
options for the various project components that would be proposed to the voters in the 
November general election for the Sound Transit 3, also known as ST3.  This set of 
projects is not yet formed and the Sound Transit Board initially started reviewing various 
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staff, consultant analyses and cost projections early in December and expects to approve 
a final list of projects for the ballot measure in April 2016.  Exactly what path the light 
rail alignment takes from Everett, which is the current terminus for light rail under ST2 is 
not yet clear and is the critical issue addressed in the letter.  
 
While the City of Snohomish is not located within the Regional Transit Authority and our 
citizens and transit riders within the City are not taxpayers for that particular system, the 
City still has a significant issue for our public in terms of how ST3 will serve our 
community, and the Council has very legitimate position in terms of addressing this issue 
with the Sound Transit Board.   
 
The critical service objectives that have been endorsed by the City of Everett and many 
other jurisdictions within the County include a linkage to the aerospace center at Boeing 
Field as well as the proposed connection to Everett Station and then further northward an 
alignment to the education center that is at the Everett Community College and WSU 
campus. 
 
The map shows the preferred alignment and the draft letter describes that proposed 
alignment as part of a support statement and this was taken directly from suggested 
language Mr. Bauman received from the City of Everett. The purpose of the letter is to 
express the Council’s preferences and staff would be happy to adjust the letter in any 
form the Council would like. 
 
Mayor Guzak stated she supports the letter as written.  She is involved with Snohomish 
County Tomorrow and transportation has been the major issue for that.  She is also 
involved with the Economic Alliance of Snohomish County.  The two route proposals on 
the ST3 to go to the Boeing Center to service Boeing is absolutely vital to the economy 
of Snohomish County.  Extending to the education center in north Everett is also critical.  
Mayor Guzak thinks that although Snohomish is a small City outside of the taxing 
district, she believes as a part of the regional system, the City’s economy is directly tied 
to the whole County.   
 
MOTION by Guzak, second by Burke to approve the comment letter to Sound Transit 
Board Chairman Dow Constantine be signed by the Mayor regarding Snohomish County 
light rail adjustments. The motion passed unanimously (7-0). 

 
d. APPOINT Hal Moe Pool Advisory Committee Members 
 

Ms. Johns states the action item before the Council is to approve nominations to the Hal 
Moe Pool Advisory Committee.  The advisory committee will be master planning the 
building and entire block of Third Street to the north, Second Street to the south, Pine 
Avenue to the east, and Lincoln Avenue to the west.  The block is currently occupied by 
the Boys and Girls Club, Skate Park, the playground and a section of the Centennial 
Trail.  It is approximately four and one-half acres.  The original pool facility was 
constructed by the Snohomish County School District.  The pool was enclosed in 1989 
and the facility was closed in 2007.  The building was transferred to the City in 2013.  
Council has directed staff to complete a master plan for the property. 
 
Currently, the building exterior and interior is damaged as a result of mold and mildew 
from water damage.  However, the interior has some structural members such as 
aluminum which can be salvaged.  The Hal Moe Pool Advisory Committee Mission 
Statement is to make recommendations for how this project could provide the community 
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a variety of compatible uses which support citizen needs in an affordable and feasible 
way.   
 
The selection criteria for our nominees were a willingness to support this mission and to 
support the City Council’s values. As a result of our public outreach, we have the 
following nominees for the regular committee: Kristel Armes, Mary Pat Connors, 
Colleen Dunlap, Bob Dvorak, Marta Grunsky, Jerry Hautamaki, Diane Rogers, and 
Shane Smith.  Alternate Nominees are Bill Betten and Laura Huntington. 
 
The Strategic Plan reference initiatives are as follows: 
 
Initiative 1.   Establish a sustainable model for strengthening and expanding our parks, 

trails, and public places; 
Initiative 2. Strengthen our foundations for connecting neighbors and enhancing our 

neighborhoods; 
Initiative 6. Cultivate local businesses and promote the City as a great place to do 

business; 
Initiative 7. Strengthen the City’s attractiveness as a regional destination; and 
Initiative 8. Invest in Snohomish’s civic facilities. 
 
The recommendation is that the City Council approve the nominations for the Hal Moe 
Pool Advisory Regular Committee and the committee alternates. 
 
Mayor Guzak commented that she appreciated reading all of the applications and having 
the City Council values reiterated.  She is pleased the Council values are standing the test 
of time. 
 
Councilmember Rohrscheib questioned whether it was a requirement that everyone 
appointed a committee member be a City resident.  Ms. Johns replied committee 
members were not required to be City residents. 
 
Councilmember Burke stated he wished to revisit Mr. Davis’ comments regarding the 
appointment process for individuals on the various committees.  He questioned whether 
there was room to broaden the field of applicants.  Councilmember Burke understands the 
problems with making the committee too big.  At the same time, he doesn’t have a 
problem with listening to points of view that are different than his.  He questioned 
whether the Council could make these committees a little larger to include a few more of 
these people that wished to be members.   
 
Councilmember Schilaty stated she believes enlarging the committees to allow additional 
members would be a separate matter from this issue.  Mr. Davis was discussing the Open 
Government Committee and possibly  this could be discussed under New Business. 
 
 
Mayor Guzak stated the Council is looking at eight members and two alternates. 
Generally speaking for group meetings, seven to nine members are considered most 
effective.  Currently, the issue here is relative to the Hal Moe Pool Advisory Committee 
and the applicants that have been submitted and nominated. 
 
MOTION by Schilaty, second by Hamilton to approve the nominations of Kristel Armes, 
Mary Pat Connors, Colleen Dunlap, Bob Dvorak, Marta Grunsky, Jerry Hautamaki, 
Diane Rogers, and Shane Smith for the Hal Moe Pool Advisory Regular Committee and 
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Bill Betten and Laura Huntington as Committee Alternates. The motion passed (6-1) with 
Rohrscheib voting nay. 
 
Councilmember Wilde commented that as the Hal Moe Pool Advisory Committee goes 
forward he hopes that ideas are not limited.  He wouldn’t want to just see an indoor skate 
park or something along those lines that would only represent one demographic. He 
would like to make sure the City reaches out to as many people as possible.  

 
8. DISCUSSION ITEMS  
 

a. REVIEW Council Rules and Procedures:   
 
Mr. Bauman noted that every two years the Council reviews its rules and procedures.  He 
explained that Council should consider what changes it would like to see incorporated 
into a new resolution that would replace the existing rules and procedures Resolution 
1311.  Mr. Bauman reports that staff  has not received any direction from Council to date 
regarding desired changes.  However, staff has its own recommendations for Council 
consideration.  This includes one new section and also some revisions to procedures for 
public comment.  The communications technology is the major new section that is being 
proposed and these recommendations are generated by the more recent understandings 
that we have regarding the Open Public Meetings Act and the Public Records Act as it 
relates to use of technology.  Of particular concern is the use of cell phones and cell 
phones for texting which is heavily influencing the changes that staff is recommending at 
this time. For example, the new legal understanding under the Public Records Act 
regarding the use of cell phones for texting requires the City to find a way to archive all 
texts related to City business.  For this reason, it is staff’s recommendation and a 
preferred option for City Councilmembers who will be using a cell phone and including 
texting as part of their City business to carrying a City cell phone.  This which would be 
facilitated through our Information Services (IS) Division and staff will automatically 
archive all texts used on City phones.  If Councilmembers prefer to use private cell 
phones, staff would recommend that the options either be to completely prohibit your 
own use of texting for City business or to find a way to archive your own texts, which 
may be problematic because there are not a lot of opportunities for managing that at this 
point.  Also, Council needs to consider whether it wants to adopt a blanket approach for 
all Councilmembers or allow each Councilmember to make an individual decision about 
how they want to address use of cell phones and texting.   
 
The other recommendation is a procedural change regarding public comments.  Because 
we are engaging in an open government process starting in February, staff thinks it would 
be timely for the Council to consider making changes in the way City Council meetings 
incorporate citizen comment to allow up to three minutes for citizen comments on all 
action and discussion items rather than requiring citizens to come to the lectern and ask 
for permission to speak on those items. This would also avoid some confusion for 
citizens as to which comments are permitted at what time, and would allow them easier 
more access to understand how the agenda works.   
 
Councilmember Burke believes that the Council should have City issued phones.  If 
everybody is on the same platform it keeps everything simple and doesn’t cost a lot. 
 
Councilmember Hamilton concurs with Councilmember Burke.  He noted record keeping 
is a nightmare for City staff but he understands the reasons for having it.  Ultimately, he 
would be fine with a City phone. Councilmember Hamilton stated he declined use of a 
City issued iPad.   
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Councilmember Rohrscheib states he prefers to not use personal devices in responding to 
City matters.  He uses his City issued tablet exclusively for City business and doesn’t feel 
the City should spend the money on cell phones.  He indicates he would be less 
responsive to it because it would be sitting in my house and he would probably lose it and 
his child would find a way to download games.  Concerning public comments, he 
supports the idea of citizens being able to speak at any time on all issues.  For example, if 
a citizen doesn’t arrive until 7:30 pm., then they’ve missed their opportunity to speak.   
 
Councilmember Schilaty states it is her view that each councilmember has to be 
personally responsible for their interactions with constituents, and if needed, to produce a 
record of that contact.  She noted that based on what’s been seen in national politics, it 
confirms how important it is to be responsible in our communications.  Any system the 
Council adopts that will support transparency should be taken advantage of.  
Councilmember Schilaty noted that she also declined the City tablet.  However, she is 
now eliminating her telephone landline and she doesn’t want to publish her personal cell 
phone number.  She would appreciate having a City number and will make it her own 
personal responsibility should she be contacted on her personal line to give them the City 
number.  She does understand and appreciate that everybody has their own system and 
everybody will have to be responsible for their own behaviors and styles of doing 
business.  Councilmember Schilaty states she doesn’t believe there needs it needs to be 
mandatory for all Councilmembers, but she will select that option because it cleaner and 
easier for the City should there ever be a records request. 
 
Mayor Guzak had a question concerning costs.  She wanted to know if staff had an idea 
of costs should Councilmembers have their own City cell phones.  Mr. Schuller 
responded that the City is part of a negotiated State contract with Verizon and have 
obtained favorable pricing.  The price would be contingent on whether you order a smart 
phone at approximately $50.00 per month where there are no other additional charges, 
except taxes, or if you order a less than smart phone at approximately $16.00 per month.  
There are various phones available which include virtually unlimited data, phone and 
texting.  Mayor Guzak inquired on the cost of a public records request.  Mr. Bauman 
responded the cost of a public records request should the City not be able to produce the 
record, could be considerable and would be difficult to estimate. 
  
Councilmember Hamilton supported allowing three minutes for citizen comments on all 
discussion or action items. 
 
Morgan Davis, 206 Avenue I, stated at the December 15 Council meeting, he opposed 
the City spending $28,000 on citizen communications.  However, a lot of the money is 
going to Ron Dotzauer’s Strategies 360.   Mr. Davis offered ideas on improved 
communications with the citizens and one of those ideas was what Mr. Bauman was now 
trying to incorporate, but he still doesn’t have quite right.  He stated this is a good 
example tonight.  By saying you are going to allow citizen comments on an action or 
discussion item, you should do it just like a public hearing after questions, and before 
discussions and deliberations.  It won’t do any good to deliberate, make up your mind 
and then have the citizens at the tail end make a comment when you’ve already made up 
your mind.  You are not listening to the citizens.  That’s why you have you the discontent 
in the City.  You don’t listen to the citizens.  You barge right into discussing an issue.  In 
fact at the beginning of the meeting, he states he asked the Mayor if citizen comments 
could be done after questions, but before deliberations and discussion, and she didn’t do 
it.  This change alone will improve citizen communication and open government more 
than the $28,000 the City is spending.  Mr. Davis recommends changing Mr. Bauman’s 
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wording on Discussion Item 8a, VI. Public Testimony, A. Oral and Written Comments.  
to add one sentence as follows: Citizen comments will follow Council questions, but 
before discussion and deliberations.  Mr. Davis asked that the Council add this language. 
Mayor Guzak stated it would be considered. 
 
Councilmember Burke supports Mr. Davis’ requested change to the public testimony 
rules. 
 
Councilmember Rohrscheib states he supports the language change and believed this was 
the existing procedure. 
 
Mayor Guzak states that Council accepts the general wording that Mr. Davis proposed, 
and the issue concerning cell phone options has not been determined and will be 
discussed at a future meeting.   
 
Mr. Bauman questioned whether Council wants any revisions to the text that was 
proposed in the resolution or whether council’s further deliberations will only address 
how Council implements the policy as individual councilmembers.   
 
Councilmember Burke replied that some councilmembers are going to use the phones 
more than others.  However, he would prefer if communications were on a City phone.   
 
Mr. Bauman states he understands and will bring back a future action item for Council to 
review the proposed new resolution regarding rules and procedures. 
 

b. REVIEW Fireworks Code   
 

Mr. Bauman states Council directed staff to bring back a discussion item regarding future 
changes of the City’s fireworks code.  State code provides a wide range of permissible 
options concerning both sales and discharge of fireworks.  Snohomish County and 
various cities have assorted restrictive regulations.  63 of the 281 cities and towns in the 
State currently completely ban both sales and discharge of fireworks.  Among the State’s 
39 counties, only 5 have banned both fireworks sales and discharge.  In Snohomish 
County, the cities and towns that have adopted total bans include the cities of Edmonds, 
Everett, Gold Bar, Mill Creek, Mountlake Terrace, Mukilteo and the Town of Woodway.  
The Snohomish County cities of Brier and Marysville placed advisory measurers on the 
November 3, 2015 ballot and both measures received majority votes supporting 
prohibition of both sales and discharge.  To date, neither of those cities have taken further 
action to adopt new code.  The voters in the King County cities of Kent and Maple Valley 
also passed similar measures in the past general election.   
 
The current regulations of the Snohomish Municipal Code allow sales from 9:00 a.m. to 
10:00 p.m. on July 1, 2, 3 and 4

th
 of each year and discharge is permitted by the same 

hours of 9:00 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. on July 1, 2, 3 and 4
th

.  The City’s code is not entirely 
consistent with Snohomish County’s existing regulations.  The County’s Code only 
allows discharge only on July 4.  The County Code also allows sales on July 5, but 
prohibits discharge on July 1, 2 and 3 and permits slightly later discharge on July 4 from 
9:00 a.m. to 11:59 p.m.  The public safety impacts typically involve both police and fire 
response.  While the volume of 911 calls received for police response have not been 
large, the community has generated about twenty 911 fireworks related calls during the 
period of June 29 to July 5 during the past year.  Many residents don’t bother calling 911 



AGENDA ITEM 3 

City Council Meeting  13 
January 19, 2016 

because they know there is not sufficient police response to address the issues.  By the 
time officers arrive on the scene, they often find the fireworks and those discharging 
them are gone.  The typical number of medical calls requiring firefighter response from 
District 4 each year are relatively few according to Fire Chief Ron Simmons.  The 
Snohomish School District has reported some impacts with illegal discharge of fireworks 
and additional clean up requirements over several days on school district properties and 
they have begun illuminating the parking lots overnight during this time to discourage 
illegal discharge. 
 
Typical complaints are noise, smoke and debris left behind in the streets from private 
fireworks displays.  Although not regulated by the State, an environmental regulatory 
concern may eventually develop regarding how fireworks debris and runoff from our 
streets during rain events may flush harmful chemicals into our stormwater system and 
contribute to further pollution of our local rivers and ultimately the Puget Sound.  The 
options being presented by staff include the following:  Revise either both dates and/or 
times allowed for sales; revise only dates or times allowed for discharge; revise only 
dates and/or times for sales; entirely prohibit both sales and discharge; or make no 
changes at all to the current code.   
 
Police Chief John Flood and Fire District 4 Chief Ron Simmons met with staff to 
consider preferred options and are supporting the recommendation that is shown in the 
staff report to make the City code more closely aligned with the County code.  This 
would entail limiting discharge to just one day per year on July 4

th
.  Presently, staff does 

not recommend expanding sales to include July 5, which is allowed by the County. 
Further, due to the potentially controversial nature of a complete fireworks ban, staff 
recommends any complete ban be considered only if Snohomish County adopts a similar 
ban or if the City Council decides to place the matter before the voters as an advisory 
measure and that measure is supported by the voters.  Any local government fireworks 
code change that is more restrictive than the State code cannot go into effect for one year 
after it is approved.  Any code change adopted prior to July 4 of this year would not take 
effect until July 4, 2017. 
 
Councilmember Hamilton asked Chief Flood discuss why his recommendation is to be 
more in line with Snohomish County’s regulation.  Chief Flood responded the reason the 
Police Department feels this is the best course of action is because it narrows the number 
of days that discharge can take place.  If you can simply state discharge is allowed on 
July 4 between set hours, it’s clean and easy to understand and easier to enforce.  
Limiting the number of days for discharge is much more feasible for law enforcement 
and the fire department to act upon.  Councilmember Hamilton inquired if the police 
department was in favor of a complete ban or do they have a position.  Chief Flood 
responded that he is not aware of what the Snohomish County Sheriff’s Office position 
would be on this topic.  Councilmember Hamilton asked what Chief Flood’s position  or 
preference was concerning the discharge of fireworks.  Chief Flood responded his 
preference would be to ban fireworks within the City limits and that’s just him speaking 
as John Flood.  For the police department, he certainly supports the direction that the City 
Manager wants to take. 
 
Councilmember Schilaty asked to hear from Fire Chief Simmons regarding this issue.  
Chief Simmons stated from the position of the Fire District and the Commissioners they 
need to do what is best for the safety of the public. The right thing to do would be to have 
an outright ban on fireworks.  The reasonability of that is it won’t happen.  He stated 
fireworks is a simple issue.  It has fire on the first of it, so 911 is called and guess who 
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goes first?  They have no choice but to do so.  Chief Simmons recognizes that by at least 
going to the same restriction pattern as the County and restricting it to one day, they are 
making an effort to get the public to understand there is a hazard to use fireworks and it’s 
a step in the right direction.  We don’t want to have notions that this is a solution, because 
it’s really not.  One of the discussions we’ve had is the City does not have a history of 
damage to public or private buildings or people.  For the general safety and the 
betterment of the community, the restriction is a start in the right direction. 
 
Councilmember Schilaty asked City Attorney Grant Weed if the City were to consider an 
outright ban what would be the liability concerns if we not able to enforce the ban and 
something should happen?  Attorney Weed responded the State fireworks code allows 
local cities and counties to implement more restrictive requirements including a ban.  The 
general rule under the law is that the failure to enforce a general ordinance will not result 
in liability to the City.  In the area of fireworks if somebody were to get hurt when there 
is a ban, it will not necessarily result in liability to City.  It’s not entirely different than 
the police department not being able to enforce every drunk driving violation.  There just 
isn’t enough manpower and the failure to enforce DUI laws does not result in liability.  
That would be a similar comparison. 
 
Councilmember Rohrscheib states the Public Safety Commission drafted a letter that the 
Commission signed supporting the City adopting the same fireworks terms and 
restrictions as Snohomish County. The Commission would also support an outright ban if 
the issue came before Council.  
 
Mayor Guzak questioned if the Council supported a ban and adopted an Ordinance in 
November 2016, would the ban take effect in 2018?  Mr. Bauman stated that would be 
correct.  Mayor Guzak inquired if the Council were to adopt fireworks restrictions in line 
with the County rules would it take effect in 2017?   Mr. Bauman responded it would. 
 
Councilmember Hamilton is not opposed in the interim to aligning with the County 
regulations, with the exception of not allowing sales on July 5 and placing an advisory 
measure to the citizens.   
 
Councilmember Randall asked what it would cost to put the advisory vote on the ballot. 
 
Mr. Bauman responded to put an additional item on the general ballot is difficult to 
estimate precisely but it’s probably somewhere in the range between $2-5,000.  It would 
depend on the number of other jurisdictions that have individual items on the ballot.  It is 
a shared process and you can’t anticipate which jurisdictions will have measures added at 
this point. 
 
Mayor Guzak concurs with Councilmember Hamilton’s general comments.   
 
Councilmember Schilaty would like to see an outright ban for the reasons that Chiefs 
Flood and Simmons stated.  She also understands that a stepped approach might be better 
and agrees with Councilmember Hamilton that the Council to align with the County and 
then perhaps put this before our citizens.  Unfortunately, the problem is that often 
something tragic has to happen, and something is going to happen, it’s just a matter of 
when.  If we can prevent that from happening, it would be good.  She has a feeling from 
what she has seen other communities do, that a vote would likely result in a ban and 
believes the City’s outcome will be the same.  Councilmember Schilaty notes there are 
many viewpoints to see a good fireworks in the immediate area, and she would like to see 
fireworks eventually banned.  
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Councilmember Burke supports and enjoys fireworks.  He grew up lighting fireworks and 
has a lot of happy memories.  However, he stated to be honest when he was younger, a 
lot of it was pretty dumb.  He referenced statistics from the Consumer Product Safety 
Commission and it stated there are 10,000 fireworks injuries per year, 7,000 occur 
between June 20 and July 20.  76% are male. The most common group with injuries are 5 
to 9 year olds. This is much higher than marijuana related accidents and is compelling 
information. He states last Fourth of July there were not a lot of fireworks as the sky was 
already orange and gray from all the fires in Eastern Washington and the temperatures 
were very high.  This year, it appears the State is having a pretty good winter with a lot of 
snow pack.  It’s really unpredictable from one year to another.  
 
Mayor Guzak heard from Councilmember Hamilton and polled the remaining 
Councilmembers relative to a full fireworks ban or for taking a stepped approach.  Mayor 
Guzak and Councilmembers Randall, Rohrscheib, Wilde and Schilaty favored a stepped 
approach and Councilmember Burke supported a ban.   
 
Council supports a stepped approach and will wait for the issue to come back to Council 
which follows Snohomish County’s fireworks restrictions criteria, with the exemption of 
not selling fireworks on July 5, and for looking to hold an advisory vote in November 
2016. 

    
c. REVIEW Title 14 Clean-up – Ordinance 2296:   

 
Associate Planner Ms. Eidem states the amendments contained in draft Ordinance 2296 
address a variety of issues identified within Title 14.  For the most part, the amendments 
are non-substantive.  However, one has potential policy implications.  The first 
amendment is SMC 14.65.030, subsection A, which addresses the Administrative 
Development Plan Process which is the City’s Site Plan approval.  Currently, there are no 
exceptions to an ADP.  It is required in several land use designations prior to 
development, including where a detached single family is an allowed use.  Staff and the 
Planning Commission believe there should be an exception for construction of a single 
family home.  The review can be handled simply through a standard building permit 
application as with anywhere else in the City.   
 
The next amendment is within the General Services Land Use Tables in 14.207.080.  
There are three changes proposed.  The first one is where the land use tables may be 
subject to challenge in relation to religious institutions which cannot be held to a higher 
standard than comparable land uses.  The proposed amendment would make churches, 
synagogues, temples and mosques an outright permitted use in the commercial 
designation where it currently requires a conditional use permit and also the mixed use 
designation where it is currently not permitted. 
 
The second amendment in the commercial designation would remove note 2 from the 
social services land use and relocate it to childcare land use.  The note specifies a child 
drop off and pick up schedule or system that meets DSHS standards as well as imposing 
limitations on outdoor play areas. This note was likely applied to social services rather 
than childcare in error when it was initially adopted. This amendment would correct that.  
Related to that is revision to the language of the note itself which is in 14.207.085.  The 
note includes a limitation on when children are allowed to play outside.  This limitation is 
difficult to enforce and not likely to increase impacts related to incompatible land uses.  
So, the proposal is to remove the time schedule. 
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The third change to the General Services Land Use Tables was recommended by the 
Planning Commission who identified a perceived deficiency with how schools are 
treated.  The Commission felt that elementary or middle/junior high schools and 
secondary or high schools should be permitted uses in the commercial and business park 
designations and staff concurs. 
 
SMC 14.210.110, subsection A. precludes granting any permit for an existing building 
that crosses a property line.  The encroachment must first be cured through a boundary 
line adjustment as it’s written.  This requirement puts the City in an untenable situation 
where a permit would have to be denied if there is an historic encroachment.  
Encroachments are a civil matter rather than a regulatory issue.  Setback requirements 
would restrict new buildings and additions from encroaching too, so the proposal is to 
remove that subsection entirely. 
 
The next amendment is standards for setbacks in the business park designation, which 
actually appears in two places within the code and is not consistent in those two places.  
As listed in the text of Section 14.210.230 c. with a requirement for a 20 foot setback 
from all rights of way.  It is also listed in the dimensional tables 14.210.330 with a 
requirement for a 20 foot front yard setback, a 10 foot rear yard setback and zero side 
yard setback unless the side is on another street, in which it would be half of the front 
yard setback or ten feet.  The two provisions agree on a 50 foot setback when the 
property abuts a residential designation and also on an exemption from the front yard 
setback for buildings that are designed for office and retail use.  The Planning 
Commission recommended a third option which was to remove all setback requirements 
except when the property is adjacent to a residential designation and then the 50 foot 
separation would remain. 
 
For anything designed for office and retail, the front yard setback goes away, which 
would then make the side yard setbacks reduced to zero as well. We have a situation 
where this has been an issue at 1805 Bickford Avenue which is a relatively small parcel. 
It was recently for sale.  The City had several inquiries from people that did not want to 
develop it for office or retail.  The 20 foot setback significantly reduces the developable 
area of the property.  The interested buyers opted not to develop the property partially 
due to this requirement. 
 
The proposed amendment would remove all setbacks including the rear yard.  The 
development instead would instead be subject to other regulations to control site layout. 
 
In Subsection f. of Section 14.210.330, the height limit in the business park designation is 
45 feet or three stories, and as written, there is an additional foot of pipe granted for each 
additional foot of structural setback up to a maximum of 60 feet or four stories.  As 
written, this was granted through variance although it is not clear whether it should 
processed under the quasi-judicial land use variance provision of chapter 14.70 or if 
something else was intended there.  The proposal is to remove the variance requirement 
as well as the reference to stories.  When the height increase is incremental, it doesn’t 
necessarily make sense to also have a limitation on stories.   
 
The next amendment is to the dimensional tables, 14.210.330.  It is primarily 
housekeeping issues as well as incorporating the setback revisions.  Staff has attempted to 
remove duplications, bring order to the numbering system and remove several non-
dimensional standards which are addressed elsewhere in the code. 
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The final amendment is 14.290.040.  This removes a specific dollar for payment of 
school impact fees.  Instead of being listed in the code, it would be relocated to the 
adopted fee schedule.  Impact fees are paid directly to the School District.  However, the 
City is responsible for insuring that the fees are paid before issuing a permit for 
construction.  The School District develops a new Capital Facilities Plan every two years 
and there is potential for a revised fee amount with each adoption.  It is more efficient to 
update the fee resolution rather than going through a code amendment process. 
 
Mayor Guzak questioned if the Council were in accord with the code amendment 
proposals as presented by Ms. Eidem, would there be a public hearing scheduled at a 
future date.  Ms. Eidem confirmed the Public Hearing date is tentatively set for February 
2.  Since the amendments are housekeeping in nature, only one public hearing is required. 
 
Mayor Guzak acknowledged that the deep cleaning process of Title 14 has been 
extensive and Council appreciates both Ms. Eidem’s and Mr. Dennison’s efforts.   
 
Councilmember Hamilton also recognized that staff and the Planning Commission have 
been doing great work and he concurs with staff’s recommendations. 

 
9. CONSENT ITEM  
 

AUTHORIZE payment of claim warrants #57895 through #57982 in the amount of  
$626,480.08 issued since the last regular meeting  
   
MOTION by Hamilton, second by Rohrscheib to authorize the payment of claim warrants  
#57895 through #57982 in the amount of $626,480.08. The motion passed unanimously 
(7-0). 
 

10. OTHER BUSINESS/INFORMATION ITEMS:   
  
 Mayor Guzak brought the issue of whether Councilmembers were interested in signing a 

letter to the state senators and representatives regarding the benefits of Learning Lab.  Mayor 
Guzak received information on the program via email previously, but has not had an 
opportunity to review it thoroughly.  She asked the Council for their thoughts.   

 
 Councilmember Burke would like additional time to review the materials. Councilmember 

Rohrscheib would also like more time to review what the program entails.  Mayor Guzak 
stated the letter would be brought back as an action item at a future meeting.   

  
 Councilmember Hamilton wants to revisit a citizen comment issue from the property owner 

at 218 Cedar Avenue and asked staff to inform Council a bit more about what is going on and 
what the problem is.   

 
 Mr. Schuller responded that if a water main breaks tonight at 2 am, it’s very clear who is 

responsible to fix it.  It is the City.  It’s in the public street.  We own the water line.  When it 
comes to a stream, i.e., stormwater which runs through private property, it’s not as easy as 
it’s the City’s responsibility to take care of that problem. The City as part of its previous 
stormwater comprehensive planning has put this preliminary project on its list of projects to 
complete in 2012, and that project was scheduled in 2020 or beyond the six years that were 
being planned at that time.  Mr. Schuller stated he has done a draft CIP change and it will be 
brought back to the Council later this year.  In January 2014, Council approved our 



AGENDA ITEM 3 
 

18  City Council Meeting 
  January 19, 2016 

stormwater rates for 2014-2016.  Staff will be returning to Council this year to review 
stormwater rates for 2017-2019 which will have an impact on when this project can happen.  
The other part of the discussion will be how this project priority may affect other projects.  
One project is the Blackman’s Lake project which we have been working on a for a long 
time.  The CSO separation projects which removes the stormwater from our wastewater 
system is also very critical. In December 2015, we were very close to exceeding the allowed 
limit of how much water can go into our plant.  Our current allowed limit is 2.8 million 
gallons per day and we’re going to be somewhere around 2.7 million. The CSO separation 
project will stay ahead of this project, due to City agreements with the Department of 
Ecology.  Lastly, we have the Holly Vista property owners who live on a road that is a mess.  
It’s one of our worst roads.  They don’t have a stormwater system and that’s part of the 
reason the pavement is decayed.  The water just sits there and erodes the pavement.  As part 
of correcting the problem, the City will be completing a stormwater and pavement project as 
approved by the Transportation Benefit District’s ten year plan. 

 
 Lastly, the real issue is between Second Street and First Street near Glen Avenue where there 

is a stream that has been covered sometime between 40 and 100 years ago on private 
property and also over a couple of roads, including Second.  The City doesn’t  know what’s 
underneath the ground there.  Over several decades, the City has tried to get a camera down 
there, but there are so many rocks, logs and sticks, we can’t even get through this private 
system.  We have some responsibility over the right of way portion, but on the private side, 
we don’t.  The current preliminary plan is to abandon that system and install a new pipe in 
the City right of way which would take those flows and allow the private system to remain 
unchanged.  

 
 Councilmember Hamilton summarized his understanding of the problem.  There is a creek 

that has some obstructions and when we have heavy water events, it backs up on to this 
particular property.  Eventually, the City will address it by creating a new system.  
Councilmember Hamilton compared the problem to something he saw in California where 
there was an extremely deep valley where Highway 101 runs. The creek must be 100 feet 
below the road level on the side of a hill and along that road there is a mark for a high water 
event and what happened was there was so much water that it created a hydraulic dam 
downstream and just backed all that water up.  In essence, he believes that’s what happening 
here.  While the City eventually intends to address the problem, it’s really not the City’s 
responsibility at this point, and he understands the property owner’s frustration. 

 
 Attorney Weed reiterated the law of surface water runoff is very complicated. The important 

thing to remember is public entities do not have a legal duty or responsibility to rectify every 
surface water runoff and flooding issue that might occur within the City limits.  It goes back 
to what the courts refer to as the common enemy rule.  If you think of Swifty Creek probably 
having run somewhere near its current alignment back before there was any City 
development and when it was natural forested land, that natural corridor is the surface water 
runoff that was established.  Only when a property owner, private or public, starts to 
materially alter the course of that general drainage corridor, can there be some liability.  The 
concept is all property owners are entitled to allow their runoff to contribute toward the 
general drainage corridor that was established prior to buildings, construction and 
development and a City does not necessarily take on full responsibility when those systems 
fail for various reasons.  While the City can assist through its planning process to develop 
systems, it doesn’t necessarily have a total responsibility to rectify it. 

 
 Councilmember Burke asked if the property was purchased in 1982. 
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 Mr. Schuller is not sure.  He believes the property owner was referring to the bypass which 
was installed in the early 1980s, which took a lot of the flow that comes down from 
Blackman’s Lake to the Aquatic Center and which now goes to the Pilchuck River.  Most of 
the flows go that way.   

 
 Councilmember Burke asked if there was actually more water there when it was purchased. 
 
 Mr. Schuller responded the water shed was larger than what went by her home before the 

early 1980s, and that watershed has been split.  That is one way to think of it.   
 
 Councilmember Burke asserted that it would have been worse back when it was purchased. 
 
 Mr. Schuller doesn’t know. There are no specific records available on what the flow has been 

and we don’t keep records on flow today.  That could be a conclusion, but it’s unknown.  
 
 Councilmember Burke questioned whether it would be worth moving it up in priority at all. 
 
 Mr. Schuller states the Council will make priority decisions based on upcoming discussions. 
 
 Councilmember Rohrscheib asked if there is anything the homeowners can do in the 

meantime to alleviate some of these problems. 
 
 Mr. Schuller reiterated that the City does not have any measurement data or automatic 

sensors to record where the flow has been.  According to Ms. Foley and as verified by the 
City engineering staff, there is a large ravine there.  He is not sure how deep it is as there is 
no vertical data.  There is a massive amount of ground water that comes from underneath the 
school that you can see flowing even in the summer time into this ravine.  Ms. Foley 
informed him that her son took an 8 foot long piece of wood, and the water got as high as 
within 6 feet to the top of her property where her fence is.  So the water is vertically 6 feet 
below.  He’s not aware of the water getting into her fence line in the last 30 years.  

 
 Councilmember Rohrscheib mentioned that she also brought up there is no ability to remove 

the oil from the water and would like staff to comment on that. 
 
 Mr. Schuller responded that if a development was completed before the 1960s, there was no 

requirement to remove contaminants and it would go straight into the stream.  If you have a 
newer development in the 1980s or 1990s, the requirements to remove contaminants 
increased. 

 
Councilmember Rohrscheib wanted to be confirm when Swifty Creek really backs up the 
Aquatic Center, or the former Freshman Campus, especially during the winter months that it 
is a part of what Ms. Foley is speaking of.  
 
Mr. Schuller replied it is a part of that flattening, where it drops from Blackman’s Lake down 
to the Freshman Campus and hits that low stop and goes over the bank. There is a long 
history there that predates Mr. Schuller’s time at the City.  
 
Mayor Guzak thanked Mr. Schuller and acknowledged that City staff has been working hard 
to assist Ms. Foley.  It is her understanding  Ms. Foley owns the property at 220 Cedar, but 
noted there are two additional lots down the ravine which are also her private property.  The 
lots in the ravine are currently under water.  What moved Ms. Foley to get involved here was 
the granting of Mr. Brandvold’s conditional use permit and the right to build two single 
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family lots as long as he did mitigation, which included installing a retaining wall at the back 
of the property.  Ms. Foley feels this action actually adds more silt.  It’s a complicated issue.  
Mayor Guzak would like to evaluate issues around private property and public money.   
 
Councilmember Hamilton would like to know if there is a danger of the underground flow 
creating any problems. 
 
Mr. Schuller doesn’t know.  The City doesn’t know what kind of pipe it is, how old it is and 
there is no camera that can get down there.  The answer is maybe.  
 
Mayor Guzak thanked Mr. Schuller for his work and information.  

 
11. COUNCILMEMBER COMMENTS/LIAISON REPORTS: 
 

Councilmember Schilaty wished to address comments previously made about the Open 
Government Committee and Adrian Duran.  She acknowledged that Adrian Duran is living at 
her residence.  He is a wonderful young man, who is first generation Mexican and he 
approached her about applying for the Open Government Committee.  She thought he would 
be a very good candidate and she encouraged him to apply.  Councilmember Schilaty states 
she was very open with everybody that he is a friend of hers.  Mr. Duran has a heart to serve 
the Hispanic community, a representative the City did not have in any other applicants for 
that committee.  She believes that is why the selection committee chose him. Mr. Duran is 
not a personal representative of  Councilmember Schilaty by any means, but of his 
community for the City of Snohomish.  She also wanted to address what Councilmember 
Burke spoke to earlier.  There are a few applicants that were not asked to be on the 
committee because of the need to keep the committee to a certain size.  However, potentially 
these applicants could be alternates if for some reason a committee member had to resign.  
She also wanted to remind everybody these committee meetings are open to the public.  For 
the Open Government Committee meeting and she believes for the Hal Moe Pool Advisory 
Committee there will be public comment periods at each meeting and those comments will 
be part of the record and taken under advisement by the committee members.  It’s a very 
open and transparent process and she encourages the community to be involved and 
participate.  

 
 Councilmember Burke concurred if committee members need to step down than alternates 

are a possibility.  He would like to encourage citizens to participate.     
 

Mayor Guzak agreed with Councilmember Schilaty that the application from Mr. Duran was 
exceedingly complete, articulate, thoughtful and impassioned.  She was very happy to 
recommend her vote to appoint him to the committee.  

 
Councilmember Hamilton states that the Planning Commission will be meeting at the School 
District Boardroom tomorrow night at 6:00 pm.  They will be discussing wireless 
communication facilities.  Council should expect to see an ordinance at a later date.  
Community Transit has its annual board meeting on Thursday, February 3.  
 
Councilmember Burke wants to confirm that at the last HDS meeting, they decided to 
remove all special event fees and permits.  Staff confirmed that was the case.  In reference to 
downtown Snohomish, he states the decorations were as lovely as he has ever seen.  
Relatedly, he spent a few days making that large box for the tree, which got him thinking 
about the downtown public restrooms.  He knows it has had problems with vandalism.  He 
was wondering if there is something Council could do to make that facility more attractive.   
Downtown is active and there is a lot of traffic down there.  He is aware the bathroom is 
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getting a lot of use from the homeless population at night, but a lot of people are using it 
during the day and it needs some work. 

 
Councilmember Rohrscheib spent New Year’s Eve with Sergeant Fenske at the Snohomish 
County Sheriff’s Department and Snohomish Police Department.  He indicated he watched 
the fireworks at midnight in a patrol vehicle parked at McDonalds. He reports it was another 
relatively boring evening in the City. He mentioned this is probably his eighth or ninth ride 
along in the City, and it’s a great compliment to the Chief and how he operates and oversees 
the department.  He noted more than one person received a ride on New Year’s Eve. There is 
great interaction with the citizens. It’s pretty amazing to see somebody crash a stolen car and 
the passenger in the vehicle gets offered a soda pop at the police department.  He was really 
impressed.  He has seen a lot of officers get into frustrating situations where they could really 
lose their cool, and instead they remain completely calm.  Councilmember Rohrscheib had 
anticipated a lot of New Year’s Eve shenanigans, but it was a boring night. First Street 
definitely had a lot of officers on foot making sure everything stayed calm.  The Time Out 
was the first to close around 1:00 a.m.  He wanted to know if there was an update on the 
Time Out’s liquor license.   
 
Chief Flood responded that the latest information is they have two actions pending.  One has 
to do with one of the owners potentially having their license suspended as a result of the 
owner’s actions.  That is in effect for both of their businesses, one in the City of Kirkland and 
the other in Snohomish. The action concerning the request from the City to not renew their 
license is still under review.  There is no court date or additional hearings scheduled at this 
time, but the Time Out is still operating under a temporary sixty day license.  They are on 
their second sixty day license.  
 
Councilmember Rohrscheib thanked the large number of citizens in the audience tonight for 
being involved in their community.  He spoke against the committee that was forming for the 
Hal Moe Pool Advisory Committee because there are people on that committee that don’t 
reside within the City limits.  That is important to him.  He states if you have the ability to 
vote on issues within the City, you should be the one to sit on City committees.  
 
Councilmember Wilde thanked City staff for being accommodating and working with him 
over the past few weeks to get him up to speed on what staff does, and the behind the scene 
duties that a lot of people take for granted that makes our City a great City.  He also wanted 
to reach out to Chief Flood and their entire team.  Councilmember Wilde stated he has lived 
in Snohomish his entire life, and he hasn’t seen a better presence from our police force since 
coming home from Hawaii.  He believes other officers in the area like to come spend time 
with our Snohomish City police and it’s a good thing to see. 

 
12. MANAGER’S COMMENTS: 
 

Mr. Bauman has two items.  The first is the change in the Council makeup requires the City   
to reshoot the group City Council photo.  He proposed this be done on February 2 prior to the 
regular meeting.  If Council agrees, he would like to schedule it for 6:15 pm on Tuesday, 
February 2 and to stage it in the Fire District Training Room.  If Council agrees, he will be 
happy to serve as the photographer.   
 
Mayor Guzak believes meeting at 6:15 pm prior to the regular meeting will work well and 
she appreciates that Mr. Bauman creates an excellent photographic space for the Council and 
she appreciates his expertise in that regard.  
 
Mr. Bauman noted the City had a catastrophic failure with the HVAC system at the police 
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department.  The result of that is the need for a complete replacement of the unit serving the 
back portion of the building.  Mike Johnson who handles facilities and repair issues including 
the police department provided two proposals.  One is to purchase a unit that is less than 
$15,000 and under the City Manager’s signing authority.  However, it’s a little less efficient 
and also not eligible for a PUD rebate.  A little more expensive but efficient system which 
would serve the City well and reduce operating costs over time is $16,657.00. However, with 
a PUD rebate of $970.00, it would bring the total cost once installed to $15,687.00.  This is a 
little more than $700.00 over the City Manager’s signing authority.  Mr. Bauman has already 
given Mike Johnson approval to order this item, as he believes it is the right way to go, but 
wanted to obtain Council consent to exceed his signing authority so he can move forward 
with the purchase and installation. 
 
Council provided its consent to purchase the recommended unit and exceed the City 
Manager’s spending limitation.   

  
13. MAYOR’S COMMENTS 
 

Mayor Guzak stated it was the pleasure of several members of the community, including 
Warner Blake, Councilmember Hamilton and others from Yoga Circle Studio to participate 
in the winter solstice candlelight walk at the river.  In the ten years she had done this, she 
recalls it snowing one year and it snuffed the candles. This year, it was drenching, but a 
beautiful event.  She thanked Councilmember Hamilton for showing up and being part of the 
team.   
 
Mayor Guzak also mentioned the lunch to honor Torchie Corey was a wonderful event at 
Collector’s Choice and she wished to thank the organizers and Councilmember Randall for 
attending.  She believes Ms. Corey was touched as they were touched by her many years of 
service. 
 
Mayor Guzak reminded Council regarding the five year financial plan that it is time to get the 
copy of the reserves risk analysis template back to the City by January 12, 2016.  
 
She mentioned she serves on Snohomish County Tomorrow’s Executive Committee, which 
met that morning and she is perpetually impressed with the quality of people who attend that 
meeting and the good work that both the cities and the county is doing.  Mayor Guzak noted 
how important it is to have cities and counties working together especially on transportation 
issues and congestion relief.  She mentioned there are new executives with Snohomish 
County, Sound Transit and Economic Alliance and she is looking forward to working closely 
with each of them for the City of Snohomish.  
 

14. Adjourn to EXECUTIVE SESSION at 9:20 pm to discuss Sale or Lease of Real Property, 
with possible action to follow. 

 
15. Reconvene and ADJOURN at 9:40 p.m. with no action taken. 
 
 APPROVED this 19

th 
day of January, 2016. 

 
 
CITY OF SNOHOMISH    ATTEST: 
 
 
__________________________   ______________________________ 
Karen Guzak, Mayor     Pat Adams, City Clerk
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Date: January 19, 2015 

 

To: City Council 

 

From: Mike Johnson, Public Works Services Manager   

 

Subject: Resolution 1336 Sale of Surplus Vehicles  

 

 

The vehicles listed in Exhibit A of Resolution 1336 have reached or exceeded the end of their 

useful life as determined by the department responsible for the vehicle and equipment. The 

City’s Fleet Department has also confirmed that these vehicles and equipment no longer meet the 

minimum standard for one or more of the following: safety, maintenance costs and usefulness. 

 

Vehicle: EP-57, 1999 Dodge 1-ton flatbed, was previously used as City of Snohomish Public 

Works Street Department main work vehicle (non-utility). This vehicle condition is poor due to 

its age, high mileage, poor brakes, worn out tires and failing transmission. The cost to make 

repairs and keep this vehicle in safe operating condition exceeds the value of the vehicle.  

 

Vehicle: EP-109, 2005 Ford F-450 flatbed, was previously used as a utility vehicle for the Public 

Works Wastewater Collections Department. This vehicle suffered a catastrophic engine failure 

causing its need for replacement. A new replacement 6.0 diesel engine combined with the high 

maintenance cost of this engine far exceeded the value of the vehicle.  

 This vehicle requires a public hearing prior to the sale of this surplus vehicle. 

 

Vehicle: EP- 125, 2000 Ford E-450 van body with gen set and air compressor, was previously 

used as the main Public Works Water Distribution Department vehicle. This vehicle condition is 

poor due to its age and consistently heavy use and heavily loaded working conditions. The cost 

to maintain this critical vehicle in a safe and cost effective manner has exceeded the value of the 

vehicle.  

 This vehicle requires a public hearing prior to the sale of this surplus vehicle. 

 

The items of inventory belonging to the City as shown hereto are declared to be surplus to the 

foreseeable needs of the City and the property described will be sold by a public auction (Exhibit 

B). 

 

STRATEGIC PLAN REFERENCE: Initiative #5: Become more environmentally sustainable. 

 

RECOMMENDATION:  That the City Council PASS Resolution 1336 authorizing the sale 

and disposal of surplus vehicles and equipment as described in Exhibit A. 

 

ATTACHMENT: Draft Resolution 1336 and Exhibit A - List of Surplus Vehicles 
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CITY OF SNOHOMISH 
 Snohomish, Washington 
 
 DRAFT RESOLUTION 1336 
 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SNOHOMISH, WASHINGTON, 
APPROVING THE SALE OF CERTAIN PERSONAL PROPERTY 
DECLARED TO BE SURPLUS TO THE CURRENT AND 
FORESEEABLE FUTURE NEEDS OF THE CITY 

 
WHEREAS, City staff has certified to the City Manager that certain personal property 

presently owned by the City is in surplus of City needs, and that the property is of no present or 
foreseeable future use to the City of Snohomish; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City Manager has certified to the City Council that said property, as set 
forth on Exhibit A to this resolution, is surplus to City needs and of no present or foreseeable 
future use to the City of Snohomish; and 
 

WHEREAS, the public interest would be served by the sale of this property, which is 
surplus to the needs of the City; 
 

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 
CITY OF SNOHOMISH, WASHINGTON AS FOLLOWS: 
 

That the property described in Exhibit A may be sold by a public auction held by the City 
or a public auction held by a private auction company, or by a bid process to be determined by 
the City Manager, based on which option is likely to result in the greatest net return to the City. 
 

 The notice of sale shall be published at least once, in a newspaper of general circulation, 
describing generally the property to be sold, and not less than ten (10) days prior to the 
sale; and 
 
That there may be deducted from the sale proceeds, the costs of conducting the sale and 

that the net proceeds of sale shall be deposited in the appropriate equipment replacement fund, 
or, at the discretion of the City Manager, used to offset the cost of replacement equipment. 
 
 PASSED by the City Council and APPROVED by the Mayor this 19

th
 day of January, 

2016. 
 
       CITY OF SNOHOMISH 
 
       By _______________________ 
            Karen Guzak, Mayor 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED AS TO FORM:  
 
 
By _________________________   By ________________________ 
Pat Adams, City Clerk    Grant Weed, City Attorney 
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Exhibit A 

 

The following items are declared to be surplus to the needs of the City of Snohomish: 

 

 

 

List of Surplus Vehicles: 

 

1) EP-57 – 1999 Dodge one ton flatbed.  

Vehicle Identification Number: 3B6MC36521M276311 

 

 

2) Wastewater Collections: 

EP-109 - 2005 Ford F-450 cab and chassis.  

Vehicle Identification Number: 1FDXX46P76EA19626 

(Flatbed was reused on replacement vehicle) 

 

 

3) Water Distribution: 

EP-125 – 2000 Ford E-450 Van body with gen set and air compressor. 

Vehicle Identification Number: IFDXE45F8YHB32419 
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Date:  January 19, 2016 

 

To:  City Council 

 

From:  Denise Johns, Project Manager   

 

Subject: Approval of Resolution 1338, Establishing a Parks Naming Policy 

 

 

The purpose of this agenda item is for the City Council’s consideration of Resolution 1338 to 

establish a Park Naming Policy and Interim Naming Policy. 

 

BACKGROUND: The City’s Park Comprehensive Plan Policy item PRO 4.5 calls for the 

development and adoption of a parks naming policy. 

 

ANALYSIS: At the October 20, 2015 Council meeting, Council provided direction for the 

development of the procedures and criteria for a Parks Naming Policy and Interim Naming 

Policy.  The proposed Parks Naming Policy calls for the formation of an ad hoc Naming 

Committee, to be appointed as needed.  Council directed staff to present the proposed policies to 

the Parks and Recreation Board for their comments on the following:   

1. The necessity of another (Naming) committee; and 

2. Could the Parks Board serve as the Naming Committee? 

 

At the October 28, 2015 meeting of the Parks and Recreation Board, the Board endorsed the 

Parks Naming Policy and Interim Naming Policy (Attachment B).  The proposed Naming 

Committee was discussed and determined that the best method would be to include Council, 

Parks Board, City Management and possibly staff and citizen representation. 

 

STRATEGIC PLAN REFERENCE:  Initiative #1: Establish a sustainable model for 

strengthening and expanding our parks, trails, and public spaces 

 

RECOMMENDATION:  That the City Council PASS Resolution 1338 thereby adopting a 

Parks Naming Policy and Interim Naming Policy effective February 15, 2016. 

  

ATTACHMENTS:    

 

A. 11/28/2015 Parks and Recreation Board Meeting Minutes 

B. Resolution 1338 

 

REFERENCE: 

A. 11/20/ 2015 City Council Meeting Minutes (pages 19-20 of 11/3/2015 Council Packet ) 

(http://www.snohomishwa.gov/AgendaCenter/ViewFile/Agenda/11032015-547) 

 

  

http://www.snohomishwa.gov/AgendaCenter/ViewFile/Agenda/11032015-547
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ATTACHMENT A 
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ATTACHMENT B 

 

 

CITY OF SNOHOMISH 

 Snohomish, Washington 

 

DRAFT RESOLUTION 1338 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SNOHOMISH, WASHINGTON, 

ESTABLISHING POLICIES AND PROCEDURES RELATING TO THE 

NAMING OF PUBLIC PARKS AND PARKS AND RECREATIONAL 

FACILITIES 

 

 WHEREAS, the City of Snohomish believes that the designation of names for parks and 

parks and recreation facilities should be approached with deliberation; and 

 

 WHEREAS, the City Council  finds that establishing  policies and procedures relating to 

the naming of parks and parks and recreation facilities by resolution is in the public interest; and 

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 

CITY OF SNOHOMISH, WASHINGTON AS FOLLOWS: 

 

Section 1.  The naming of City parks and parks and recreation facilities shall be in 

accordance with the procedures and criteria set forth below.  Once adopted, name changes should 

occur on an exceptional basis only. 

 

Section 2.  The City Council with the advice of the Parks and Recreation Board is 

authorized to designate names of parks, recreation areas or facilities from among names 

submitted by an ad hoc Naming Committee.  

 

Section 3.  The ad hoc Naming Committee (Committee) shall be appointed when needed 

and shall consist of the Parks Board Chairperson, designated City Council member and/or citizen 

representative(s) selected by City Council, Park’s Manager/Staff as appointed by Council, and 

the City’s Public Works Director. The Public Works Director will provide staff support as 

needed.  The Committee will work under the following procedures: 

1. The Committee will meet as necessary and may elect its own Chair.  

2. The Committee will use news media, City Newsletter, web pages, and appropriate 

signage to solicit suggestions for names from organizations and individuals. 

3. After considering suggested names and applying criteria set forth below, the 

Committee will recommend names to the City Council and provide the historical 

or other supportive information as appropriate to justify the recommendations.  

 

Section 4.   It is the policy of the City of Snohomish to choose names for parks and parks 

and recreational facilities based upon the following criteria, in no particular order of priority or 

weight: 
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1. Names unique to the neighborhood and community. 

2. A natural or geological feature. 

3. Names of historical or cultural significance for the community. 

4. A historical figure; or individual (deceased for three years minimum) who has 

made a significant contribution to the City; or gave their life serving the United 

States of America in military service. 

5. As required by purchase agreement, donation or gift. 

 

Section 5.  The City Council may accept or reject the Committee’s recommendation. The 

City Council has final authority to designate names for parks and parks and recreational facilities 

and may select names not recommended by the Committee.  The City Council will carry out the 

naming process for a new park facility as early as possible after its acquisition or in conjunction 

with its development.  

 

 Section 6.   It is the policy of the City of Snohomish for parks and parks and recreational 

facilities will bear number designations until the naming process results in adoption of a name.  

 

PASSED by the City Council and APPROVED by the Mayor this 19
th

 day of January, 2016. 

 

 CITY OF SNOHOMISH 

 

 By   

 

 

 

 Karen Guzak, Mayor 

ATTEST: 

 

By      

 Pat Adams, City Clerk 

 

  

    

APPROVED AS TO FORM: 

 

  

 

By    

 Grant Weed, City Attorney   
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Date: January 19, 2016 

 

To: City Council 

 

From: Jennifer Olson, Finance Director   

 

Subject: Solid Waste Utility – SMC 8.12 Collection and Disposal of Solid Waste 

  

 

The purpose of this agenda item is for the City Council to begin discussions regarding the solid 

waste utility and the pending sunset of the current contract between the City and Rabanco, LTD. 

d/b/a Allied Waste of Lynnwood.  This current service agreement is due to expire in March of 

2017. Staff is requesting City Council direction on how future City solid waste collection 

services will be provided and managed. 

 

Background: The City of Snohomish initially established solid waste collection and disposal as 

a utility in 1985 with Ordinance 1543 (See Attachment A) This Ordinance mandates collection 

of solid waste at all residences and businesses located within the city limits as per Chapter 8.12 

of the Snohomish Municipal Code (See Attachment B). For the collection and disposal of solid 

waste the City entered into a contract with our current contractor, Rabanco, LTD aka Republic 

(See Attachment C) in March of 2003, and has periodically extended the contractual agreement 

to March 31, 2017. Current solid waste contract administration and customer service is provided 

by the City Finance Department staff. Solid waste disposal rates are charged to customers via the 

combined utility bill which includes water, sewer and storm water charges.  

 

With the pending expiration of the solid waste contract, it is appropriate at this time to begin 

reviewing all issues, aspects and options available for providing solid waste administration and 

collection services to residents and businesses.  

 

Options: 
1. Continue Solid Waste as a Utility 

a. Extend contract with existing contractor – no changes 

b. Negotiate new contract with existing contractor - with changes to service and 

administration 

c. Start Request For Proposals (RFP) process for a new solid waste services contract 

Transition Solid Waste Service back to the WUTC - revert solid waste management 

back to the Washington Utility and Transportation Commission (WUTC) as per Ch. 

81.77.020 RCW 

 

Issues: 

 Is the current contract meeting all solid waste collection and disposal requirements of 

the City for the health and welfare of citizens? 

 Are current solid waste rates competitive? 

 Should the current contract be renegotiated with the existing contractor or should the 

City initiate an RFP process to assess the market and seek out bids for a new contract 

and contractor? 



DISCUSSION ITEM 7a 
 

38  City Council Meeting 
  January 19, 2016 

 Customer service and solid waste administrative activities take up a significant amount 

of internal staff time. Should a new or amended solid waste contract require the 

contractor to handle customer services such as move in/out, missed collections and 

separately bill customers? 

 Should the City remove itself from the solid waste collection business and allow the 

WUTC to govern and manage solid waste services?  

 

Rates and Comparisons 
Rate setting for solid waste services, is established annually per the City contract. Rates are set 

according to the Refuse Rate Index (RRI), a weighted index based on CPI, Employment Cost 

index and Energy Information – diesel prices. The contractor notifies the City of the rate increase 

and new rates go into effect April 1 of each year. Current City of Snohomish solid waste rates 

are effective until March 31, 2016 and are included with this memo (See Attachment D).  

 

Table 1 compares the 2015 garbage, recycling and yard waste rates along with contractual 

information for a number of surrounding communities. Communities offer differing levels of 

services and an apples-to-apples comparison of rates is difficult to create. Some communities do 

not require or include services, such as yard waste collection and allow the customer to choose 

what services they desire. Other differences include the local municipal utility taxes which range 

from 5% to over 20% tax on solid waste services. 

 

 
 

 

 

 

 

Comparison of Solid Waste and Recycling Rates: 2015
City Garbage Recycle Yard Waste1 Monthly Total2 Contractor Regulator

Snohomish $17.67 $16.96 Included $34.63 Republic City Contract

Lake Stevens $16.87 Included $15.70 $32.57 Republic WUTC

Sultan $20.31 $9.15 $16.23 $45.69 Republic City Contract

Monroe $14.46 $4.41 $8.06 $26.93 Republic City Contract

Woodinville $15.69 $17.64 $10.35 $43.68 Waste Management WUTC

Granite Falls $19.03 Included $9.36 $28.39 Waste Management WUTC

Arlington $19.00 Included $11.16 $30.16 Waste Management WUTC

Stanwood $23.27 Included $8.01 $31.28 Waste Management WUTC

Marysville $17.40 Included $9.65 $27.05 Waste Management City Contract

Mt. Lake Terrace $26.24 Included Included $26.24 Waste Management City Contract

1Yard waste service is included with recycle charge for Snohomish and Mt. Lake Terrace and is optional for all other cities.

2
All bills include a state refuse tax or municipal utility tax on garbage if applicable.
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Table 2 compares City of Snohomish rates with WUTC solid waste rates for 2015. The 

difference in overall service levels is recycling which is a weekly activity under the City current 

contract but a bi-weekly activity under WUTC services. 

Table 2. Comparison Rates: City of Snohomish and WUTC 2015 

 Service Type City of Snohomish WUTC-Tarrif #19 

1 Can weekly service 17.67 14.28 

Recycling 16.96 (weekly) 8.82 (bi-weekly) 

Less: Rebate  0.00 -1.04 

Yard Waste Included 10.35 

Solid Waste Tax 0.99 0.51 

Monthly Cost 35.61 32.92 

Annual Cost 427.33 395.09 

  

Customer Service and Contract Administration 

Solid waste customer services are provided by City of Snohomish finance department staff 

serving as liaisons to the solid waste contractor. Customers contact City Hall for service setup, 

problems with service and billing and then this customer information is transferred to the solid 

waste contractor. Solid waste customer service and contract administration staff time is estimated 

to utilize the equivalent of 2.0 FTEs plus managerial time for oversight of the solid waste 

services program. 

  

Proposed Next Step: Customer Survey 

One of the most critical pieces in the upcoming solid waste services discussion will be resident 

and business owner input. Staff proposes a customer survey (See Attachment E) which will be 

included in the next two bi-monthly utility bill cycles. Customers will be asked to complete the 

survey and return it to the City by either including the survey with their utility billing payment, 

drop the survey in the utility bill after-hours drop box or mail to City Hall. Survey results will be 

tallied and feedback will be provided to the City Council at a future City Council meeting. 

 

Staff anticipates that it will take most of spring 2016 to gather public input on solid waste 

services for the community and prepare for an RFP process and contract negotiations. Survey 

results will be provided to the City Council around April 2016. Any changes will require 

transition for adequate time to transfer customer information, coordinate administrative issues, 

determine capital equipment requirements and prepare for any changes to services. An RFP 

process takes up staff time; however, does allow for the City to test the market with regards to 

rates and services. 

 

STRATEGIC PLAN REFERENCE:  the Community Vision section of the Plan refers to 

“High quality and sustainable City services” 

 

RECOMMENDATION:  That the City Council DISCUSS solid waste collection and 

disposal services and DIRECT staff on next steps. 
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ATTACHMENTS:  

 

A. Ordinance 1543 

B. SMC Ch. 8.12 Collection and Disposal of Solid Waste 

C. Current - Solid Waste Contract – Allied Waste 

D. Current-City of Snohomish Solid Waste Rates  

E. Proposed Solid Waste Customer Survey 
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ATTACHMENT A 
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ATTACHMENT B 
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ATTACHMENT C 
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ATTACHMENT D 
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ATTACHMENT E 
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Date: January 19, 2016 

 

To: City Council 

 

From: Jennifer Olson, Finance Director   

 

Subject: Resolution 1340 – Adoption of Fee Schedule 

 Ordinance 2299  - Amending Snohomish Municipal Code Relating to the 

 Imposition of Fees 

  

 

The purpose of this agenda item is for City Council consideration of proposed Resolution 1340 

(See Attachment A) which will update the City of Snohomish Fee Schedule. In addition to the 

proposed fee amount changes, the related Snohomish Municipal Codes (SMC) that currently 

refer to a fee amount within the SMC are proposed to be modified through draft Ordinance 2299 

(See Attachment B) to refer all fees that are imposed to be consolidated and listed within a Fee 

Schedule adopted or updated periodically by City Council Resolution. 

 

Background: As part of the City Council 2015 annual goals, staff was directed to review all fees 

for goods, services, functions and programs provided by the City. Examples of services include 

business licensing, land use applications and permits, park fees and other charges imposed.  

 

Fee Schedule Template 

As staff started the fees review process, the format used within Resolution 1285, to create a fee 

schedule was found to be cumbersome to use and difficult to read or understand. Further, staff 

found that some fee amounts were specifically listed within the SMC but not listed on the fee 

schedule. In an effort to consolidate all fees into one comprehensive fee schedule and to clean up 

SMC to reference that fee schedule, a new fee schedule template is proposed through the draft 

Resolution 1340 and draft Ordinance 2299. 

 

Proposed Fee Amounts 

Attachment C provides a proposed new fee schedule of all City of Snohomish current fees and a 

proposed fee for City Council consideration. Fees that are proposed to be added, removed or 

modified are highlighted in blue. 

 

Because of the number of fees that are proposed to change and to provide a briefing, within this 

written staff memo, on each fee change would generate a lengthy memo. Staff will address 

proposed fee changes during the public meeting, provide technical analysis, answer questions 

and receive direction on final fees for imposition.  

 

STRATEGIC PLAN REFERENCE: This action is related to all Strategic Plan initiatives. 

 

RECOMMENDATION:  That the City Council REVIEW the proposed Resolution 1340 

and proposed Ordinance 2299 and PROVIDE staff direction on imposition of fees for 

goods and services. 
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ATTACHMENTS:  
 

A. Proposed Fee Resolution 1340 with Exhibit A  

B. Proposed Ordinance 2299 

C. Proposed - Fee Schedule – Current vs. Proposed 
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ATTACHMENT A 

 

CITY OF SNOHOMISH 

Snohomish, Washington 

 

DRAFT RESOLUTION 1340 

 

A RESOLUTION OF THE CITY OF SNOHOMISH, WASHINGTON 

AMENDING CERTAIN SECTIONS OF THE MASTER FEE SCHEDULE 

AND READOPTING EXISTING UNCHANGED SECTIONS AND 

REPEALING RESOLUTION 1274, RESOLUTION 1282 AND 

RESOLUTION 1285 

 

WHEREAS, by approval of Resolution 1274 on June 21, 2011, the City Council adopted 

a Fee Schedule that consolidated fees, previously enacted fees and other charges through 

approval of separate resolutions; and 

 

WHEREAS, by approval of Resolution 1282, the City Council established new water 

and sewer connection fees, utility capital facility charges, and project development fees, which 

are not incorporated in the current Fee Schedule; and 

 

WHEREAS, by approval of Resolution 1285, the City Council consolidated  

development fees, previously enacted fees and other charges through approval of separate 

resolutions; and 

 

WHEREAS, it is appropriate that the Fee Schedule be amended from time to time as the 

need arises; and 

 

WHEREAS, the Fee Schedule format has been further consolidated and revised in a 

format that is easy to search for fees identified in the Snohomish City Code; 

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED BY THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE 

CITY OF SNOHOMISH, WASHINGTON: 

 

 Section 1. Adoption of Fee Schedule.  The fees and rates set forth by the City of 

Snohomish Master Fee Schedule, attached hereto as Exhibit A, are hereby adopted and shall be 

in effect until modified by action of the City Council. 

 

 Section 2. Repeal of Previous Resolutions.  Resolution 1274, Resolution 1282 and 

Resolution 1285 are hereby repealed for the reason that such resolutions are replaced by this 

resolution 

 

 Section 3. Publication.  This Resolution shall be available at 

www.snohomishwa.gov. 
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 Section 4. Severability.  If any portion of this Resolution, or of the Fee Schedule 

hereby adopted, is declared unconstitutional or otherwise unlawful, the same shall not affect the 

balance of the Resolution or the Fee Schedule, and the remainder of this Resolution and the Fee 

Schedule shall remain in full force and effect. 

 

PASSED by the City Council and APPROVED by the Mayor this ___ day of February, 

2016. 

 

 

 CITY OF SNOHOMISH 

 

 

      By________________________________ 

      Karen Guzak, Mayor 

 

 

Attest:      Approved as to form: 

 

  

By_______________________________ By_______________________________ 

Pat Adams, City Clerk   Grant K. Weed, City Attorney 
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Fee Schedule 
Exhibit A to Resolution -1340—Adopted February ___, 2016 

 

 

 

 

Section 1 General Provisions .................................................................................... 2 

 

Section 2 Fee Schedule By SMC ......................................................................... 3-28 
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City of Snohomish Fee Schedule 

Section 1: General Provisions 
 

1.1 Definitions:  For the purpose of this resolution and the administration of fees, rates, and 

charges, the following definitions shall apply: 

a. “Associate” user is a group that has shown responsible facility usage for at least 

three facility use events, has a group coordinator that has shown a record of 

responsible cleanup and lockup, and provides a level of cleanup above and 

beyond the condition of the facility prior to the event (such as extra mopping, 

dusting, wiping). 

b. “Permit Fee” means the total sum of the fees specified herein for a specified scope 

of work.  For example, where the Fee Schedule specifies a base fee and a fee for 

specific equipment, fixtures, or decisions, the permit fee shall be the sum of those 

applicable fees. 
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City of Snohomish Fee Schedule 

Section 2: Fee Schedule by SMC 
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ATTACHMENT B 

 

CITY OF SNOHOMISH 
Snohomish, Washington 

 
DRAFT ORDINANCE 2299 

  
AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY OF SNOHOMISH, WASHINGTON, 
AUTHORIZING CODE SECTIONS RELATING TO IMPOSITION OF FEES 
FOR GOODS, SERVICES AND FUNCTIONS PROVIDED BY THE CITY AND 
AMENDING SNOHOMISH MUNICIPAL CODE CHAPTER 3.45 ENTITLED 
“FINANCE CHARGES” AND CHAPTER 5.70 ENTITLED “WAYFINDING 
SIGNS” AND SECTIONS 3.16.080 ENTITLED “LATE PAYMENT FEE”, 3.18.060 
ENTITLED “LATE PAYMENT FEE”, 3.20.010 ENTITLED “APPLICATION  
FEE”, 5.08.060 ENTITLED “APPLICATION”, 5.10.085 ENTITLED 
“CLEANING/DAMAGE DEPOSIT”, 5.36.030 ENTITLED “APPLICATION FOR 
PERMIT AND LICENSE”, 5.36.050 ENTITLED “LICENSE FEES”, 5.53.040 
ENTITLED “TAX PAYMENTS”, 5.60.030 ENTITLED “ADULT CABARET, 
ADULT DRIVE-IN THEATER, ADULT MOTION PICTURE THEATER 
LICENSES”, 5.60.040 ENTITLED “ADULT MOTION PICTURE THEATER OR 
ADULT DRIVE-IN  THEATER MANAGER, PROJECTIONIST, USHER AND 
SECURITY PERSONNEL LICENSES”, 5.60.050 ENTITLED “ADULT 
CABARET MANAGER, ASSISTANT MANAGER, SECURITY PERSONNEL 
AND ENTERTAINER LICENSES”, 5.62.030 ENTITLED “ADULT PANORAM 
LICENSE”, 5.62.040 ENTITLED “ADULT PANORAM MANAGER AND 
ASSISTANT MANAGER LICENSES”, 7.08.040 ENTITLED “DANGEROUS 
DOGS AND POTENTIALLY DANGEROUS DOGS CERTIFICATE OF 
REGISTRATION REQUIRED PREREQUISITES”, 9.04.170 ENTITLED 
“FINGERPRINTING”, 9.04.175 ENTITLED “BACKGROUND CHECKS”, 
9.04.180 ENTITLED “FALSE FIRE ALARM RESPONSE”, 11.08.300 ENTITLED 
“IMMOBILIZATION FEE”, 11.12.050 ENTITLED “PERMIT FEE”, 12.52.030 
ENTITLED “FUNCTIONS OF THE DISTRICT”, 13.04.155 ENTITLED 
“SCHEDULING PARK SPACES AND FACILITIES”,  14.300.070 ENTITLED 
“SCHEDULE OF PARK IMPACT FEES”, 15.04.143 ENTITLED “DEFERRAL 
OF CONNECTION FEE AND CAPITAL  FACILITIES  CHARGE”, 20.04.060 
ENTITLED “LICENSE – APPLICATION –CONTENTS – INSPECTION FEE”, 
20.04.070 ENTITLED “LICENSE – FEE”, 20.04.100 ENTITLED “LICENSE – 
TRANSFERABILITY” PROVIDING FOR SEVERABILITY AND EFFECTIVE 
DATE 

 
 WHEREAS, the City Council finds a Fee Schedule to list all fees charged by the City is 
beneficial to avoid confusion; and 

 
 WHEREAS, it is appropriate that fees be amended by resolution of the City Council 
from time to time as the need arises; and 

 
 WHEREAS, a Fee Schedule describing the various fees is a much more efficient process 
for establishing fees then citing the fees in City Code,  
  
 NOW, THEREFORE, THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SNOHOMISH, 
WASHINGTON, DO ORDAIN AS FOLLOWS: 
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Section 1.  SMC Section 3.16.080 entitled “Late Payment Fee” is hereby amended as follows: 
 

As to all taxes due under this chapter, beginning with tax to be paid for the month of 
October, 1996, if said tax is not paid on or before the date specified in the various 
sections of this chapter, a late payment penalty shall accrue and be added to the tax due as 
follows:  
 
If any tax is not paid within 45 days of its due date, a penalty shall be added equal to five 
percent (5%) of the tax, with a minimum penalty of $2.00 and the City Council shall set 
the fee under this section by resolution. 

 
Section 2.  SMC Section 3.18.060 entitled “Late Payment Fee” is hereby amended as follows: 

 
As to all taxes due under this chapter, beginning with the tax to be paid on the 20th day of 
the month following the effective date of imposition of a tax on admissions, if said tax is 
not collected and remitted by said 20th day, a late payment penalty shall accrue, be fixed, 
levied and added to the tax collection due from the business as follows:  
 
If any tax is not collected and remitted within forty-five (45) days of its due date, a 
penalty shall be added equal to five percent (5%) of the tax, with a minimum penalty of 
TWO DOLLARS ($2) and the City Council shall set the fee under this section by 
resolution. 
 

Section 3.  SMC Section 3.20.010 entitled “Application Fee” is hereby amended as follows: 
 

The application fee for applications under the Open Space Taxation Act shall be fifty 
dollars ($50) plus one dollar ($1) per acre, or any part thereof, as specified by the  
applicant  in  his  or  her application set by resolution of the City Council. 

 
Section 4. A new SMC Chapter 3.45 entitled “Finance Charges” is hereby enacted to read as 
follows: 
 

3.45.010 Audio Tape  
3.45.020 Copying fees  
3.45.030 CD/DVD  
3.45.040 Non-Sufficient Funds Fee 
3.45.050 Staff Chargeout Rates 

 
3.45.010 Audio Tape  
 
Any person that requests an audio tape copy from the City shall pay the fee as set by resolution 
of the City Council. 
 
3.45.020 Copying fees  
 
Any person that requests copies from the City shall pay the appropriate fees as set by resolution 
of the City Council. Copying fees for public records requests are charged in accordance with 
state law. 
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3.45.030 CD/DVD  
 
Any person that requests a CD/DVD copy from the City shall pay the fee as set by resolution of 
the City Council. 
 
3.45.040 Returned Check Fee  
 
Any check that is paid to the City and returned for non-sufficient funds (“NSF”) shall pay the fee 
as set by resolution of the City Council. 
 
3.45.050 Staff Chargeout Rates 
 
Other reimbursements required by City shall be set by resolution of the City Council. 
 
Section 5.  SMC Section 5.08.060 entitled “Application” is hereby amended as follows (all other 
provisions of Section 5.08.060 remain in effect and unchanged): 
 

A. An applicant for an initial franchise shall submit to the City a written application on a 
form provided by the City, at the time and place specified by the City for accepting 
applications, and accompanied by the designated application fee. An application fee in 
the amount of $20,000 set by resolution of the City Council shall accompany the 
application to cover costs associated with processing the application, including, without 
limitation, costs of administrative review, financial, legal, and technical evaluation of the 
applicant, notice and publication requirements, and document preparation expenses. In 
the event such costs exceed the application fee, the applicant shall pay the difference to 
the City within thirty (30) days following receipt of an itemized statement of such costs. 
Conversely, if such costs are less than the application fee, the City shall refund the 
difference to the applicant.  
 
… 

 
Section 6. SMC Section 5.10.020 entitled “Permit and Contract requirements” is hereby 
amended as follows (all other provisions of Section 5.10.020 remain in effect and unchanged): 
 
 … 
 

C.  When a special event will be an exercise of rights protected by the First and 
Fourteenth Amendments to the United States Constitution, the application shall be 
processed promptly, without charging a fee for political or religious activities or 
imposing terms or conditions that infringe constitutional freedoms, and in a manner that 
respects the liberty of applicants and the public.  
 
D. All permit applications shall be accompanied by an application fee to be set by 
resolution of the City Council; unless otherwise noted in this chapter. 

 
Section 7.  SMC Section 5.10.085 entitled “Cleaning/Damage Deposit” is hereby amended as 
follows: 
  

For an event not protected by the First and Fourteenth Amendments to the United States 
Constitution, an applicant may be required to submit to the City a cleaning/damage 
deposit of $200 for each scheduled day of the event, two weeks prior to the starting of the 
event. The amount of the deposit shall be set by resolution of the City Council. The 
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deposit shall be refunded to applicant if, upon inspection, all is in order, or a prorated 
portion thereof as may be necessary to reimburse the City for loss or cleaning costs. The 
City reserves the right to retain the entire deposit if cleanup is not completed 
satisfactorily in the time frame as specified in the special events contract 
 

Section 8.  SMC Section 5.36.030 entitled “Application for Permit and License” is hereby 
amended as follows (all other provisions of Section 5.36.030 remain in effect and unchanged): 
 
 … 
 

(I) At time of filing the application, pay the City Clerk a fee of twenty-five dollars ($25) 
set by resolution of the City Council to cover cost of investigation of applicant;  
 
… 
 

Section 9.  SMC Section 5.36.050, entitled “License Fees” is hereby amended as follows: 
 

License fees to be charged such applicants shall be at the rate of fifteen dollars ($15) per 
year, ten dollars ($10) per month, or two dollars ($2) per day set by resolution of the City 
Council and no portion thereof shall be refunded in the event of cancellation thereof as 
hereinafter provided. 

 
Section 10.  SMC Section 5.60.030 entitled “Adult Cabaret, Adult Drive-In Theater, Adult 
Motion Picture Theater Licenses” is hereby amended as follows (all other provisions of Section 
5.60.030 remain in effect and unchanged): 

 
… 
 
(C) A nonrefundable application fee, of $700.00 set by resolution of the City Council 
must be paid at the time of filing an application in order to defray the costs of processing 
the application. The annual renewal fee shall be $500.00 set by resolution of the City 
Council. 
 
… 

 
Section 11.  SMC Section 5.60.040 entitled “Adult Motion Picture Theater or Adult Drive-In 
Theater Manager, Projectionist, Usher and Security Personnel Licenses” is hereby amended as 
follows (all other provisions of Section 5.60.040 remain in effect and unchanged): 
 

(A) No person shall work as a manager, assistant manager, projectionist, usher or security 
personnel at an adult drive-in theater or adult motion picture theater without a manager, 
assistant manager, projectionist, usher or security personnel license from the City. Each 
applicant for a license shall complete an application on forms provided by the City 
containing the information identified below. A nonrefundable application fee, of $100.00 
set by resolution of the City Council, shall accompany the application for a manager or 
assistant manager. A nonrefundable fee, of $25.00 set by resolution of the City Council 
shall accompany the application for a projectionist, usher or security personnel. A copy 
of the application shall be provided to the Police Department for its review, investigation 
and recommendation. All applications shall be signed by the applicant and certified to be 
true under penalty of perjury. Each license application shall require the following 
information: 
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… 
 

(D) A license issued under this section shall be valid for one year and must be annually 
renewed. The annual renewal fee for a manager or assistant manager shall be $75.00 set 
by resolution of the City Council. The annual renewal fee for a projectionist, usher or 
security personnel shall be $20.00 set by set by resolution of the City Council. 

 
Section 12.  SMC Section 5.60.050 entitled “Adult Cabaret Manager, Assistant Manager, 
Security Personnel and Entertainer Licenses” is hereby amended as follows:  
 

(A)  No person shall work as a manager, assistant manager, security personnel or adult 
entertainer at an adult cabaret without an entertainer's, managers, or security personnel's 
license from the City. Each applicant for a manager's, security personnel's or entertainer's 
license shall complete an application on forms provided by the City containing the 
information identified below. A nonrefundable application fee, of $100.00 as set by 
resolution of the City Council, shall accompany the application. A copy of the application 
shall be provided to the Police Department for its review, investigation and 
recommendation. All applications shall be signed by the applicant and certified to be true 
under penalty of perjury. The license application shall require the following information: 
 
… 

 
(E) A license issued under this section shall be valid for one year and must be annually 
renewed. The annual renewal fee for a manager, assistant manager, adult entertainer or 
for security personnel shall be $75.00 set by resolution of the City Council. 

 
Section 13.  SMC Section 5.62.030 entitled “Adult Panoram License” is hereby amended as 
follows (all other provisions of Section 5.62.030 remain in effect and unchanged):  
 
 … 
 

(C) A nonrefundable application fee, of $700.00 set by resolution of the City Council, 
must be paid at the time of filing an application in order to defray the costs of processing 
the application. The annual renewal fee shall be $500.00 set by resolution of the City 
Council. 
 
… 

 
Section 14.  SMC Section 5.62.040 entitled “Adult Panoram Manager and Assistant Manager 
Licenses” is hereby amended as follows (all other provisions of Section 5.62.040 remain in effect 
and unchanged):  
 
 … 
 

(D) A license issued under this section shall be valid for one year and must be annually 
renewed. The annual renewal fee for a manager or assistant manager shall be $75.00 set 
by resolution of the City Council. 

 
Section 15. A new SMC Chapter 5.70 entitled “Wayfinding Signs” is hereby enacted to read as 
follows: 
 
5.70.010 Fees 
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Any business that requests placement of a downtown wayfinding sign shall pay a fee as set by 
resolution of the City Council for the first year. The annual renewal fee shall be set by resolution 
of the City Council. 
 
Section 16.  SMC Section 7.08.040 entitled “Dangerous Dogs and Potentially Dangerous Dogs 
Certificate of Registration Required Prerequisites” is hereby amended as follows (all other 
provisions of Section 7.08.040 remain in effect and unchanged): 
 
 … 
 

(B) The City of Snohomish shall issue a certificate of registration to the owner of a 
dangerous dog or potentially dangerous dog upon payment of a one hundred dollar 
($100.00) registration fee, set by resolution of the City Council, if the owner presents to 
the City of Snohomish sufficient evidence of: 
 
… 

 
Section 17. A new SMC Section 9.04.170 entitled “Fingerprinting” is hereby enacted to read as 
follows: 
 
Any person that requires fingerprinting shall pay the appropriate fee as set by resolution of the 
City Council. The fee shall cover two cards. 
 
Section 18. A new SMC Section 9.04.175 entitled “Background Checks” is hereby enacted to 
read as follows: 
 
Any person that requires a background check shall pay the fee set by resolution of the City 
Council. 
 
Section 19. A new SMC Section 9.04.180 entitled “False Fire Alarm Response” is hereby 
enacted to read as follows: 
 
Any person that causes a response to a false fire alarm shall pay the appropriate fee as set by 
resolution of the City Council.  
 
Section 20.  SMC Section 11.08.300 entitled “Immobilization Fee” is hereby amended as follows: 
 

Any vehicle immobilized shall be assessed an fifty dollar immobilization fee as set by 
resolution of the City Council, said fee to be in addition to any other penalty assessed 
pursuant to this chapter. 

 
Section 21.  SMC Section 11.12.050 entitled “Permit Fee” is hereby amended as follows: 
 

The fee for special permits shall be $50.00 per permit per vehicle set by resolution of the 
City Council. Permits may be issued for any reasonable period of time not exceeding one 
year. The fee shall be collected by the City Treasurer as a condition of the issuance of any 
permit. 

 
Section 22. SMC Section 12.12.180 entitled “Variances” is hereby amended as follows (all other 
provisions of Section 12.12.180 remain in effect and unchanged): 
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The land use hearing examiner shall have authority to grant variances from any and all 
provisions of this ordinance and any standards adopted hereunder. All applications for a 
variance shall be in writing to the City Clerk and shall be accompanied by a $500.00 
application fee set by resolution of the City Council. The applicant shall be given ten (10) 
days' notice of the date on which the land use hearing examiner shall consider the 
variance. The land use hearing examiner may grant a variance only upon a finding that all 
of the following facts and conditions exist:  
 
… 

 
Section 23. SMC Section 12.20.160 entitled “Permit Fee Schedule” is hereby amended as 
follows: 
 

Every applicant for a permit to do work regulated by this code shall, at the time of 
making such application, pay a permit fee in accordance with the following schedule: set 
by resolution of the City Council 

 
A.  For all work consisting of patching and minor repairing of a sidewalk or 
driveway which does not involve the removal of the existing improvement: none;  

 
B.  For all work consisting of reconstruction of a sidewalk or driveway requiring 
removal and replacement of all or a portion of the existing improvement, and all 
new construction of a sidewalk or driveway where one did not previously exist: 
five dollars. 

 
Section 24. SMC Section 12.40.020 entitled “Building Moving – License Fee” is hereby 
amended as follows: 
 

The license fee for the removal of buildings in, upon, or along any of the places 
mentioned in Section 12.40.010 hereof, shall be the sum of five dollars per day or part 
thereof, and for each day or part of a day said building is upon any of said places therein 
mentioned. set by resolution of the City Council 

 
Section 25. SMC Section 13.04.155 entitled “Scheduling Park Spaces and Facilities” is hereby 
amended to read as follows (all other provisions of Section 13.04.155 remain in effect and 
unchanged): 
 
 … 
 

E. Any fees associated with park or park shelter usage shall be set by resolution of the City 
Council. 

 
Section xx. SMC Section 14.290.040 entitled “Establishment of Impact Fees” is hereby amended 
as follows: 
 

Development Per Dwelling 

Impact Fee 

Single-Family 

Dwelling 

$896 change 

to 0  

Studio or one-bedroom 

multifamily dwelling 

$0 
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Multifamily dwelling 

with two or more 

bedrooms 

$0 

 
The impact fee shall be set by resolution of the City Council 
 
Section 26.  SMC Section 14.300.070 entitled “Schedule of Park Impact Fees” is hereby amended 
as follows: 
 

The impact fee shall be as follows:  set by resolution of the City Council 
Land Use Activity           Fee 
Single Family                         $4,150   
Dwelling Unit                         per unit  
 
Multi-Family               $3,600  
Dwelling Unit                         per unit 

 
Section 27.  SMC Section 15.04.143 entitled “Deferral of Connection Fee and Capital Facilities 
Charge” is hereby amended as follows: 
 

An owner or owners of a lot or parcel for which one or more new utility connections or 
one or more larger water meters are required or requested may apply to the City for 
deferral of the Utility Connection Fee and the Utility Capital Facility Charge for a 
maximum period of one year from the date of issuance of associated permits. A deferral 
shall be subject to execution of an agreement with the City to pay a surcharge added to 
his/her combined    utility billing calculated as follows:  
 
The surcharge shall be the sum of the Utility Connection Fee and the Utility Capital 
Facility Charge increased by an interest factor determined by the City to reflect the City’s 
cost of borrowed money for the term of the deferral plus an administrative fee of one 
hundred dollars ($100) set by resolution of the City Council. Interest shall be calculated 
for and compounded at two month intervals until the obligation is fully paid. All unpaid 
charges and interest shall be due with the utility billing following the close of twelve 
month deferral term.  
 
Said agreement shall be memorialized in writing in a  form approved by the City 
Attorney and shall authorize the City to record a lien against the  lot or parcel for which 
the surcharge is due. Upon execution of the agreement and recording a lien against the lot 
or parcel, the owner or owners shall receive a deferral equal to the full amount of the 
Utility Connection Fee and the Utility Capital Facility Charge. If timely payment is not 
received with the first utility billing twelve months after permit issuance, water service to 
the property may be shut off without notice until the final payment is remitted and/or the 
City may foreclose on the lien.  
 
Payment of all other charges due for applicable utility connection(s), including, but not 
limited to, applicable Project Development Fees pursuant to SMC 15.04.126, shall be 
made at the time of permit issuance. 

 
Section 28.  SMC Section 20.04.060, entitled “License – Application –Contents – Inspection Fee” 
is hereby amended as follows: 
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Every application for a license to operate a trailer camp in the City shall be in writing 
upon a form provided by the City for that purpose and shall state the name and mailing 
address of the applicant, a description of the property whereon and wherein it is proposed 
to conduct such a trailer camp, the name and address of the person who will be manager 
of and responsible for same, and all other information as required by the application 
form, which application shall be filed with the City Clerk not less than ten days before 
the trailer campground is to be made ready for use, and shall be accompanied by an 
inspection fee of fifteen dollars set by resolution of the City Council, for which the City 
Treasurer shall issue a receipt to the applicant. 

 
Section 29.  SMC Section 20.04.070 entitled “License – Fee” is hereby amended as follows: 
 

The fee for a trailer camp license shall be and is hereby fixed in amount of one dollar per 
annum for each trailer that said camp is equipped to accommodate, with a minimum 
license fee hereby fixed in amount of twenty-five dollars per annum set by resolution of 
the City Council. 

 
Section 30.  SMC Section 20.04.100 entitled “License – Transferability” is hereby amended as 
follows: 
 

A trailer camp license may be transferred to a transferee approved by the City Council 
upon payment of a five dollar transfer fee set by resolution of the City Council. 

 
Section 31.  Severability.  If any section, subsection, paragraph, sentence, clause, or phrase of 
this ordinance or its application to any person or circumstance be declared unconstitutional or 
otherwise invalid for any reason, or should any portion of this ordinance be preempted by state 
or federal law or regulation, such a decision or preemption shall not affect the validity or 
constitutionality of the remaining portions of this ordinance or its application to any other 
persons or circumstances. 
 
Section 32.  Effective Date.  This ordinance shall be effective five days after adoption and 
publication by summary. 
 

ADOPTED by the City Council and APPROVED by the Mayor this ____ day of _____, 
2016. 
 
       CITY OF SNOHOMISH 
 
 
       By___________________________ 
           Karen Guzak, Mayor 
 
 
ATTEST:      APPROVED AS TO FORM:  
 
 
By___________________________   By_______________________________ 
 Pat Adams, City Clerk    Grant K. Weed, City Attorney 
 

 

  



DISCUSSION ITEM 7b 
 

120  City Council Meeting 
  January 19, 2016 

ATTACHMENT C 
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Haggen Foods 
  57983  010516 1/5/16 Bankruptcy Refund  $5,868.72 

  57983  010516 1/5/16 Bankruptcy Refund  $5,708.88 

  57983  010516 1/5/16 Bankruptcy Refund  $1,478.40 

  57983  010516 1/5/16 Bankruptcy Refund  $617.09 

     Check Total $13,673.09 

     Batch Total $13,673.09 

 

AAA Champion LLC 
  57984  62 1/13/16 Janitorial Services Dec  $1,852.93 

     Check Total $1,852.93 

 

Aaa Everett Fire Ext. Co. Inc. 
  57985  147874 1/13/16 CO2 refill  $27.30 

     Check Total $27.30 

 

Washington Tractor 
  57986  886290 1/13/16 spark plug, filter  $22.42 

     Check Total $22.42 

 

Centro Print Solutions 

  57987  208371 1/13/16 W2 and 1099 Forms  $76.56 

     Check Total $76.56 

 

Central Welding Supply Inc. 
  57988  RN12151038 1/13/16 acetylene  $13.92 

     Check Total $13.92 

 

Chemsearch 

  57989  2156710 1/13/16 drain cobra program  $141.44 

     Check Total $141.44 

 

City of Everett Finance 
  57990  I15003221 1/13/16 lab analysis  $463.50 

     Check Total $463.50 

 

Dawn Reilly 
  57991  010216 1/13/16 Reimbursement for gasoline purchase $10.00 

     Check Total $10.00 

 

ECOSS 
  57992  SNO-PSSKIP-1 1/13/16 Storm NPDES Spill Kit Distribution 15-28 $3,091.55 

     Check Total $3,091.55 

 

Evergreen State Heat & AC 
  57993  29784 1/13/16 HVAC repair City Hall  $320.97 

     Check Total $320.97 

 

FCS Group 
  57994  2448-21512005 1/13/16 Water Supply Alternative Study #3 $6,065.00 

     Check Total $6,065.00 

 

Firstline Communications, Inc 
  57995  29593 1/13/16 City Hall Phone System Support $135.00 

     Check Total $135.00 
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Frontier 
  57996  227125-12/15 1/13/16 CSO Alarm Dialer  $62.92 

  57996  413125-12/15 1/13/16 WWTP DSL  $85.31 

  57996  1214935-12/15 1/13/16 Fleet & Facilities Share Shop Fax $25.91 

  57996  1214935-12/15 1/13/16 Water Share Shop Fax  $12.95 

  57996  1214935-12/15 1/13/16 Storm Share Shop Fax  $12.95 

  57996  1214935-12/15 1/13/16 Street Share Shop fax  $12.95 

  57996  1214935-12/15 1/13/16 Parks Share Shop fax  $12.94 

     Check Total $225.93 

 

GCR Tires & Service 

  57997  801-29460 1/13/16 tire repair  $29.08 

     Check Total $29.08 

 

Girard Resources & Recycling, LLC 

  57998  30786 1/13/16 cobble rock  $23.35 

  57998  30818 1/13/16 lawn and garden mix  $18.46 

     Check Total $41.81 

 

Granite Construction Supply 
  57999  262-00061611 1/13/16 custom sign  $76.44 

     Check Total $76.44 

 

H.B. Jaeger 
  58000  167132/1 1/13/16 poly pipe return  $-193.66 

  58000  167163/1 1/13/16 quick joint adapters  $159.54 

  58000  167161/1 1/13/16 90 elbow  $45.00 

  58000  167162/1 1/13/16 water part  $119.50 

  58000  167596/1 1/13/16 mega lug, mj sleeve  $239.41 

     Check Total $369.79 

 

Home Depot – Parks  
  58001  2013728 1/13/16 Wht Board and Hooks  $79.22 

  58001  4014648 1/13/16 Touchscreen Thermostat  $107.71 

  58001  2132279 1/13/16 Carbide Hammer Bit  $43.38 

  58001  2132399 1/13/16 Batteries, LED Lights  $47.36 

     Check Total $277.67 

 

Home Depot - Shop 

  58002  15951 1/13/16 hardware  $45.33 

     Check Total $45.33 

 

Home Depot - Streets 

  58003  2132400 1/13/16 concrete  $10.13 

  58003  9015158 1/13/16 concrete  $50.65 

  58003  9016060 1/13/16 concrete  $26.84 

     Check Total $87.62 

 

HD Supply Waterworks LTD 
  58004  E859211 1/13/16 meters  $645.73 

  58004  E859209 1/13/16 antenna asse for meters  $567.93 

     Check Total $1,213.66 
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IER Environmental Services, Inc 
  58005  2015-2625 1/13/16 magnesium hydroxide  $9,422.30 

  58005  2015-2687 1/13/16 magnesium hydroxide  $8,756.66 

     Check Total $18,178.96 

Integra Telecom 
  58006  13541688 1/13/16 City Hall Digital Phone  $66.62 

  58006  13541778 1/13/16 WWTP Phone  $184.07 

  58006  13542258 1/13/16 WTP Phone  $175.05 

  58006  13542635 1/13/16 Water Department Share Shop Phones $53.25 

  58006  13542635 1/13/16 Street Dept. Share Shop Phone $53.24 

  58006  13542635 1/13/16 Parks Share Shop Phones  $26.61 

  58006  13542635 1/13/16 Fleet & Facilities Share Shop Phone $79.82 

  58006  13542635 1/13/16 Collections Share Shop Phone $53.24 

  58006  13542635 1/13/16 Storm Share Shop Phone  $53.24 

     Check Total $745.14 

 

Jaret Joe Palmer 

  58007  WWOPPALMER 1/13/16 wwop cert renewal  $42.00 

     Check Total $42.00 

 

Jones Chemicals Inc 
  58008  676794 1/13/16 sulfur dioxide, chlorine  $3,106.11 

  58008  676847 1/13/16 container credit  $-999.95 

     Check Total $2,106.16 

 

J Thayer Company 
  58009  1004022-0 1/13/16 office supplies-shop  $77.00 

  58009  1004022-0 1/13/16 office supplies-streets  $26.12 

     Check Total $103.12 

 

McDaniel Do It Center - Parks 

  58010  466668 1/13/16 keys cut  $5.42 

  58010  466810 1/13/16 circular saw, saw blade  $79.40 

  58010  466814 1/13/16 fasteners, adhesive  $23.47 

  58010  466405 1/13/16 storage tote  $27.19 

  58010  466781 1/13/16 threadlock  $8.69 

  58010  466834 1/13/16 mouse trap  $3.25 

  58010  466705 1/13/16 fasteners  $11.96 

  58010  466853 1/13/16 trade a blade  $17.40 

  58010  466111 1/13/16 Regulator  $40.25 

  58010  466126 1/13/16 Paint/Electrical Terminals  $16.29 

  58010  465952 1/13/16 Paint/Batteries  $32.59 

  58010  466366 1/13/16 Decorations  $20.63 

     Check Total $286.54 

 

McDaniel Do It Center - Storm 
  58011  466807 1/13/16 hose fittings  $30.44 

     Check Total $30.44 

 

McDaniel Do It Center- Streets 

  58012  466410 1/13/16 binocular  $65.27 

  58012  466566 1/13/16 keys cut  $21.65 

     Check Total $86.92 
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McDaniel Do It Center - Water 
  58013  466790 1/13/16 fasteners, pattern wand  $7.82 

     Check Total $7.82 

 

McDaniel's Do It Center Wastewater 
  58014  466628 1/13/16 boot dryer  $97.90 

     Check Total $97.90 

 

Myownly Boarding Kennel 
  58015  23 1/13/16 canine boarding July/August 2015 $350.00 

     Check Total $350.00 

 

Nelson Petroleum 

  58016  0571312-IN 1/13/16 dyed diesel-WWTP  $399.95 

     Check Total $399.95 

 

Northern Energy 
  58017  3046796833 1/13/16 propane  $307.79 

     Check Total $307.79 

 

Platt Electric Supply 
  58018  I292244 1/13/16 breakers  $169.02 

     Check Total $169.02 

 

Process Solutions 
  58019  29066 1/13/16 DWTP on call service-October $2,284.80 

  58019  29065 1/13/16 Engineering assistance-Sept-Dec.-WWCS $735.00 

  58019  29065 1/13/16 Engineering assistance-Sept-Dec.-WWTP $3,727.50 

  58019  29065 1/13/16 Engineering assistance-Sept-Dec.-DWTP $630.00 

     Check Total $7,377.30 

 

Puget Sound Energy 
  58020  29467812072015 1/13/16 116 Union Avenue  $285.96 

  58020  2878612072015 1/13/16 112 Union Avenue  $106.67 

     Check Total $392.63 

 

Rick Karschney 

  58021  karschcdlphy 1/13/16 reimbursement for CDL physical $75.00 

     Check Total $75.00 

 

Ricoh USA, Inc 
  58022  5039574838 1/13/16 Public Works Copier  $17.51 

     Check Total $17.51 

 

Riverside Topsoil Inc 
  58023  8409 1/13/16 3 Way Mix Top Soil  $86.88 

     Check Total $86.88 

 

Rubatino Refuse Removal Inc 
  58024  354401012016 1/13/16 35yd drop box  $965.08 

     Check Total $965.08 

 

Snohomish County Department of Public Works 
  58025  I000403766 1/13/16 traffic lights  $1,207.57 

  58025  I000403766 1/13/16 sweeping  $1,372.34 
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  58025  I000403766 1/13/16 sweeping  $1,372.34 

  58025  I000403118 1/13/16 Storm NPDES Permit Natural Yard Care $2,177.00 

     Check Total $6,129.25 

 

Schluter Water System 

  58026  73 1/13/16 Water Billing 2000 Ludwig Road $23.31 

     Check Total $23.31 

 

Snohomish County Pud #1 

  58027  127607285 1/13/16 #1000508263, 24021 24th, WTP House $23.65 

  58027  127611003 1/13/16 #1000320746, 2504 Menzel Lk Rd, WTP $555.43 

  58027  160282012 1/13/16 #1000272824, 24022 24th, WTP House $646.66 

  58027  104389214 1/13/16 #1000482443, 505 Rainier St, Rainier L/S $639.26 

  58027  120986958 1/13/16 #1000275828, 1110 Ferguson Pk Rd, L/S $137.72 

  58027  124305655 1/13/16 #1000539970, 1608 Park, Hill Park L/S $84.95 

  58027  127609376 1/13/16 #1000385243, 1329 Bonneville, L/S $27.11 

  58027  127612243 1/13/16 #1000439204, 40 Maple, Commercial L/S $44.29 

  58027  144053408 1/13/16 #1000542988, 50 Lincoln Ave, L/S $91.11 

  58027  147346539 1/13/16 #1000463019, 1801 Lakemount, Casino L/S $177.14 

  58027  160282480 1/13/16 #1000575906, 400 Rainbow, L/S $134.88 

  58027  107726423 1/13/16 #1000571566 501 2nd, 2nd&Lincoln Traffic $86.44 

  58027  111031355 1/13/16 #1000125224, 101 Cedar, Carnegie Power $2,236.08 

  58027  114349000 1/13/16 #1000578758,1501 Ave D,Round About Light $102.59 

  58027  117670403 1/13/16 #1000483278, 1001 Ave D, First St Signal $74.91 

  58027  117672264 1/13/16 Various Locations, Street Lighting $11.00 

  58027  117672265 1/13/16 Various Locations, Street Lighting $41.59 

  58027  120988356 1/13/16 #1000368128, 700 Ave D, 7th&D Lights $39.48 

  58027  120992155 1/13/16 Various Locations, Street Lighting $132.91 

  58027  124306130 1/13/16 Various Locations, Street Lighting $50.90 

  58027  127611307 1/13/16 #1000380098, 1109 13th, 13th St Signal $20.47 

  58027  127612436 1/13/16 #1000125213, 169 Cypress, Pilchuck Pk $226.61 

  58027  130920669 1/13/16 #1000370579, 1301 Ave D, 13&D Lights $23.20 

  58027  130924561 1/13/16 #1000531660, 9101 56th St,Traffic Signal $109.71 

  58027  134216437 1/13/16 #1000535766, 1610 Park, Hill Pk Sm Shltr $15.73 

  58027  140731726 1/13/16 1330 Ferguson Pk Rd, Street Lighting $9.13 

  58027  160285948 1/13/16 Various Locations, Street Lighting $30.10 

  58027  163498997 1/13/16 #1000566359, 811 1st,Union Railing Power $16.29 

  58027  163499830 1/13/16 #1000545615, 1610 Pk, Hill Pk Lg Shelter $15.73 

  58027  166768497 1/13/16 Various Locations, Street Lighting $3,864.67 

  58027  166768499 1/13/16 Various Locations, Street Lighting $262.54 

  58027  114355148 1/13/16 #1000395660, 617 18th, Champagne L/S $224.18 

  58027  127606122 1/13/16 #1000141396, 2015 2nd, Lab Bldg $8,535.47 

  58027  147350109 1/13/16 Various Locations, Street Lighting $932.63 

     Check Total $19,624.56 

 

Shred-It USA, Inc 
  58028  9408475628 1/13/16 Document destruction Dec 2015 $56.70 

  58028  9408833465 1/13/16 Document destruction Dec 2015 $61.22 

     Check Total $117.92 

 

Skillpath Seminars 

  58029  dallen2class 1/13/16 2 seminars-D. Allen  $388.00 

     Check Total $388.00 
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Smarsh, Inc 
  58030  133303 1/13/16 Archiving Platform - social media $100.00 
     Check Total $100.00 

 

Snohomish Auto Parts 
  58031  434748 1/13/16 wiper blade  $17.40 
  58031  435158 1/13/16 filters, belts  $177.30 
  58031  435498 1/13/16 filter  $37.96 
  58031  433017 1/13/16 bulb  $9.03 
  58031  434643 1/13/16 synthetic oil  $28.14 
  58031  435157 1/13/16 hyd fluid  $41.78 
     Check Total $311.61 

 

Snohomish Co-Op 
  58032  257435 1/13/16 unleaded  $25.01 
  58032  257803 1/13/16 unleaded  $24.80 
  58032  257860 1/13/16 unleaded  $85.95 
  58032  258004 1/13/16 unleaded  $32.57 
  58032  258128 1/13/16 dyed fuel  $21.00 
  58032  258211 1/13/16 diesel  $93.77 
     Check Total $283.10 

 

Sonsray Machinery LLC 
  58033  P12072-08 1/13/16 sweeper cylinder  $957.00 
  58033  p12125-08 1/13/16 sweeper wire refill  $882.71 
     Check Total $1,839.71 

 

Sound Safety Products Co. 
  58034  29828/1 1/13/16 uniform samples-Public Works $46.18 
  58034  26748/1 1/13/16 Gloves  $32.71 
     Check Total $78.89 

 

Speedway Chevrolet 
  58035  98906 1/13/16 gasket, cap  $64.17 
  58035  98972 1/13/16 relay  $16.16 
     Check Total $80.33 

 

Sterling Water Technologies LLC 
  58036  4792 1/13/16 chemicals-WTP  $1,420.00 
     Check Total $1,420.00 

 

Summit Law Group PLLC 
  58037  76767 1/13/16 Labor Relation Services  $3,209.28 
     Check Total $3,209.28 

 

TEC Equipment, Inc. 
  58038  609454 1/13/16 relay repair/ troubleshoot-Vac truck $1,032.97 
     Check Total $1,032.97 

 

Terminix 
  58039  350591712 1/13/16 pest control  $94.48 
     Check Total $94.48 

 

Tim Jackson 
  58040  WWCERTJACK 1/13/16 WWOP cert renewal reimb-Jackson $30.00 
     Check Total $30.00 
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US Bank CPS 
  58041  6100737 1/13/16 tires-EP9  $226.69 
  58041  S3-793123 1/13/16 filters  $39.12 
  58041  4729061 1/13/16 office supplies  $11.90 
  58041  84608 1/13/16 sweeper brush  $242.66 
  58041  000019 1/13/16 fletcher-garris oversize copies $6.53 
  58041  5144113801 1/13/16 EZ digger play equipment  $893.11 
  58041  1037 1/13/16 CMC Admission Fee – Adams $50.00 
  58041  81502 1/13/16 Ecology 2014 Western WA Sd Mgt Manual $231.56 
  58041  76656 1/13/16 Finance Office Supplies  $86.65 
  58041  026263 1/13/16 2016 Membership Dues - J Olson $936.00 
     Check Total $2,724.22 

 

U.S. Bank N.A - Custody 
  58042  December 2015 1/13/16 Monthly Maintenance Fee  $26.00 
     Check Total $26.00 

 

U.S. Postmaster 
  58043  121815-122415 1/13/16 Council Postage  $13.92 
  58043  121815-122415 1/13/16 City Manager Postage  $1.91 
  58043  121815-122415 1/13/16 Clerk Postage  $58.53 
  58043  121815-122415 1/13/16 Finance Postage  $4.85 
  58043  121815-122415 1/13/16 Police Postage  $8.42 
  58043  121815-122415 1/13/16 Planning Postage  $72.95 
  58043  121815-122415 1/13/16 Engineering Postage  $8.78 
  58043  122515-123115 1/13/16 Council Postage  $6.76 
  58043  122515-123115 1/13/16 City Manager Postage  $0.49 
  58043  122515-123115 1/13/16 Clerk Postage  $1.94 
  58043  122515-123115 1/13/16 Finance Postage  $6.04 
  58043  122515-123115 1/13/16 Police Postage  $4.34 
  58043  122515-123115 1/13/16 Planning Postage  $3.04 
  58043  122515-123115 1/13/16 Engineering Postage  $14.55 
  58043  122515-123115 1/13/16 Public Works Postage  $0.49 
  58043  122515-123115 1/13/16 Water Postage  $120.99 
  58043  122515-123115 1/13/16 Sewer Postage  $136.76 
     Check Total $464.76 

 

Voyager 
  58044  869344283601 1/13/16 fleet fuel-December  $2,385.73 
     Check Total $2,385.73 

 

Washington Crane & Hoist 
  58045  27777-IN 1/13/16 supply/install electric chain hoist $10,673.28 
     Check Total $10,673.28 

 

Washington Cities Insurance Authority 
  58046  101298 1/13/16 Notary Bond - Adams  $40.00 
     Check Total $40.00 

 

Washington Department of Licensing 
  58047  122315 1/13/16 Notary Public Applications - Adams $30.00 
     Check Total $30.00 

 

Whitney Equipment Company, Inc 
  58048  79973 1/13/16 flowlink software  $1,142.40 
     Check Total $1,142.40 
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Whistle Workwear 
  58049  278885 1/13/16 insulated bibs-Wessell  $109.19 

  58049  273560 1/13/16 winter coat-Galde  $63.88 

  58049  273560 1/13/16 winter coat-Galde  $63.87 

  58049  278826 1/13/16 boot dryer  $78.60 

     Check Total $315.54 

 

William R Peacock, PE 
  58050  WWCPADEBAR 1/13/16 wwcpa renewal-Debardi  $15.00 

  58050  WWCPASIMPS 1/13/16 wwcpa renewal-Simpson  $15.00 

     Check Total $30.00 

 

Washington State Dept of Ecology 
  58051  2016WA0029548 1/13/16 Wastewater permit  $3,511.08 

     Check Total $3,511.08 

 

Washington State Department of Enterprise Services 
  58052  73142965 1/13/16 Envelopes  $183.41 

     Check Total $183.41 

 

Washington State Department of Revenue 
  58053  Q415 1/13/16 Leasehold Tax Return Quarter 4 $385.20 

  58053  Q415 1/13/16 Leasehold Tax Return Quarter 4 $333.84 

     Check Total $719.04 

 

Xerox Corporation 
  58054  082872552 1/13/16 #MX4-332344, 112115-122115 $504.39 

  58054  082872553 1/13/16 #NKA-119437, 092515-122515 $193.90 

  58054  082872554 1/13/16 #XL1-395908, 112115-122115 $21.91 

  58054  082872555 1/13/16 #GNX-212028, 112015-122515 $69.31 

  58054  082872556 1/13/16 #WTM-003709, 112115-122115 $14.16 

  58054  082872550 1/13/16 #GNX-216657, 112015-122515 $111.92 

     Check Total $915.59 

     Batch Total $104,338.54 

 

All Star Auto Glass, LLC 
  58055  I232538 1/13/16 windshield repair-Transit connect $32.59 

     Check Total $32.59 

 

Allied Waste of Lynnwood 
  58056  December 2015 1/13/16 Recycling Services December 2015 $47,277.73 

  58056  December 2015 1/13/16 Solid Waste Services December 2015 $102,482.71 

  58056  December 2015 1/13/16 Solid Waste Tax December 2015 $-530.07 

     Check Total $149,230.37 

 

AT&T Mobility 

  58057  413073-1/16 1/13/16 WTP Modem Scada Remote Connections $42.36 

     Check Total $42.36 

 

Association of Washington Cities 

  58058  39920 1/13/16 2016 Membership Dues  $5,919.00 

     Check Total $5,919.00 

Comcast 
  58059  475077-1/16 1/13/16 Skate Park Video  $101.85 

  58059  892709-1/16 1/13/16 Water Share Shop Internet  $18.54 
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  58059  892709-1/16 1/13/16 Storm Share Shop Internet  $18.55 

  58059  892709-1/16 1/13/16 Wastewater Share Shop Internet $18.55 

  58059  892709-1/16 1/13/16 Streets Share Shop Internet  $18.55 

  58059  892709-1/16 1/13/16 Parks Share Shop Internet  $9.27 

  58059  892709-1/16 1/13/16 Fleet & Facilities Share Shop Internet $27.81 

  58059  482016-1/16 1/13/16 Manager Share City Hall Internet $16.83 

  58059  482016-1/16 1/13/16 Human Resources Share City Hall Internet $16.79 

  58059  482016-1/16 1/13/16 Clerk Share City Hall Internet $16.79 

  58059  482016-1/16 1/13/16 Inspection Share City Hall Internet $16.79 

  58059  482016-1/16 1/13/16 Economic Dev Share City Hall Internet $16.79 

  58059  482016-1/16 1/13/16 Planning Share City Hall Internet $16.79 

  58059  482016-1/16 1/13/16 Finance Share City Hall Internet $16.79 

  58059  482016-1/16 1/13/16 IS Share City Hall Internet  $16.81 

  58059  482016-1/16 1/13/16 Engineering Share City Hall Internet $16.79 

     Check Total $364.29 

 

Home Depot - Parks 
  58060  5016459 1/13/16 hammer carbide bit  $43.38 

     Check Total $43.38 

 

Les Schwab Tire Center 
  58061  36800244883 1/13/16 Studded tire Install  $76.16 

     Check Total $76.16 

 

Northend Truck Equipment, Inc 
  58062  2013-172 1/13/16 toolbox-Street truck  $1,079.30 

     Check Total $1,079.30 

 

Puget Sound Clean Air Agency 
  58063  16-081S 1/13/16 2016 Assessment  $1,682.25 

     Check Total $1,682.25 

 

Snohomish County Tomorrow 
  58064  01012016 1/13/16 2016 Dues  $1,677.00 

     Check Total $1,677.00 

 

Snohomish Senior Center 

  58065  15-443 1/13/16 Monthly Fee  $1,000.00 

     Check Total $1,000.00 

 

Sound Publishing 
  58066  EDH675028 1/13/16 File #23-15-SP Notice of Application $55.04 

  58066  EDH675024 1/13/16 File #22-15-SP Notice of Application $55.04 

     Check Total $110.08 

 

Tyler Enterprises 
  58067  Dec 2015 1/13/16 Bldg Insp Svcs 12/29,  12/30, & 12/31 $300.00 

     Check Total $300.00 

 

US Bank CPS 
  58068  010516 1/13/16 Annual Membership - Emge  $185.00 

  58068  010516 1/13/16 Volunteer Match Annual Fee  $75.00 

  58068  49967 1/13/16 CDL medical exam-D. Allen  $120.00 

  58068  14520054382437 1/13/16 10% Down Car Port - WWTP $277.77 

  58068  0526603 1/13/16 SDS Bnder  $22.21 
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  58068  7787-8599 1/13/16 Meeting facilitation supplies  $58.00 

     Check Total $737.98 

 

U.S. Postmaster 

  58069  010116-010716 1/13/16 Clerk Postage  $21.08 

  58069  010116-010716 1/13/16 Finance Postage  $38.79 

  58069  010116-010716 1/13/16 Police Postage  $6.23 

  58069  010116-010716 1/13/16 Planning Postage  $4.69 

  58069  010116-010716 1/13/16 Engineering Postage  $0.71 

     Check Total $71.50 

 

Washington Cities Insurance Authority 
  58070  40128 1/13/16 2016 Liability & Property Insur Premiums $171,093.00 

  58070  40128 1/13/16 2016 Liability & Property Insur Premiums $65,891.00 

     Check Total $236,984.00 

     Batch Total $399,350.26 

     Total All Batches              $517,361.89 

 

 

 

 

 

 

I hereby certify that the goods and services charged on the vouchers listed below have been furnished to the best 

of my knowledge.  I further certify that the claims below to be valid and correct. 

 

_____________________  

City Treasurer 

 

 

WE, the undersigned council members of the City of Snohomish, Washington, do hereby certify that the claim 

warrants #57983 through #58070 in the total of $517,361.89 dated through January 13, 2016 are approved for 

payment on January 19, 2016. 

 

 

_____________________ _____________________ 

Mayor  Councilmember 

 

____________________ _____________________ 

Councilmember Councilmember 

 

 


